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PREFACE 

Trie scarebing erisis througb whieb tbe nation is 
passing must bave the cffect of securing grave con- 
sideration for many aspects of our lire and institu- 
tions. We bave alrcady travcrsed thc acute stage 
of suspense, and are gradually becoming scusiblc of 
tbese wider considcratious. It was lmtural that for 
a prolongcd pcriod the disturbance of out economic 
conditions, tbe anxiety for the safcty of our nation in 
face of an appalling menace, tbe pcrsonal concern of 
millions about thc lires or sons or brothcrs wbo havc 
bravely responded to tbc call, should kcep our thoughts 
encbained to tbe daily or houdy fortuues of the field 
of battle. Noxv that tbe initial disorder bas been 
allaycd and we bave attained a quiet and reasonable 
confidence in tbe issue, we turn to otber and broader 
aspects of this mighty event of our generation. How 
cornes it tbat tbe most enligbtcned century tbe world 
has yet seen should be tbus darkened by one or tbc 
bloodiest and most calamitous wars that bave ever 
spread their awful wings over the liîe of nmn ,9 Where 
is ail tbe optimism or yesterday,9 Must xve recon- 
sider our reasoned boast that our civilisation has 
lifted tbe lire of man to a level bitherto unattained ? 
Is tbere sometbing entirely and most misebievously 
wrong with the foundations of modern civilisation .9 



vi PREFACE 
A dozen such questions will press for an answcr, 
but it will bc grantcd that one of the most urgent and 
most intcresting of the many gra'e eonsidcrations 
which thc war suggcsts is its rclation to the prevailing 
crccds and standards of conduct. Thc war coincides 
with an advanccd stagc of what is callcd the spread of 
unbelicf. - In eaeh of thc nations of Erope which are 
engaged iii I]lis awfltl strugglc comp]aints bave been 
ruade cvcr)T ycar for the last two or three gx'nerations 
that Christianity is Iosing its moral eont31 of the 
whie race. Iii thc citics, espccia]ly in thc eapita]s. 
of Europe thcrc has boen a provcd and aeknowlcdged 
dccay of chrch-going; and, howcvcr nmch we may 
be disposed to think that t]lese millions who no longer 
attend ehurch retain iii their nlinds thc beliefs of their 
fathers, the slender circulation of religious litcraturc 
lllakcs it plain that the vast nmjority of thcm do hot, 
in point of fact, receive either the spoken or written 
message of the Christian Church. In the great cities 
--and itis undoubtcd that thc li'- of a nation is 
mainly controIIed by ifs eities--therc bas been an 
increasing reluctance to listcn to the authoritative 
cxponents of the Christian gospcl. 
A numbcr of the clergy |lave vcrv naturally noticed 
and stressed this coincidence. Prclates of high 
authority bave, as we shall sec, even dcclared that the 
war is a scourge dclibcrately laid on the back of man- 
killd by the Ahnighty ou nceount of this spreading 
infidelity. As a rule, the c]crgT¢ shrink from advocat- 
ing a theory which bas such gra,e implications as this 



PREFACE vii 
has, and they are content to submit thc more plausible 
suggestion, that the dceay of the Christian standard of 
eonduet in the mind of a large proportion of out 
generation aeeounts for tbis tragie combat of nations. 
A distingfished Positivist writer, Mr. J. Cotter Morison, 
eommenting in the last ovneration on the deeay of 
Christian belicf, expressed some such eoneern in the 
following terres : 
" It would be rash to expeet that a transition, 
unprceedented for its width and diflicuity, from 
tbeolo-¢ to positivism, from the service of God to 
tbe service of Man, eould bc aeeomplished without 
jeopardy. Signs are hot wanting that the prevalent 
anarehy in thougiff is leading to anarehy in morals. 
Numbers who have put off belief in God have hOt put 
on belief in Humanity. A common and lofty standard 
of duty is being trampled de)wh in thc tierce battle 
of incompatible prineiplcs." x 
Itis truc tbat in the work from which I quote x the 
learned, if somewhat nervous, Positivist does hOt, by 
his masterly survey of tbc moral history of Europe, 
afford us the least reason to tlfink that we have really 
d«tcriorated from tbe standard of eonduet set us by 
ear]ier generations, but his words do tend to prcss 
on our notice the claire of many writers, elerieal and 
non-clcrieal, that we are returning from Christianity 
to laganism, from a settled moral discipline to an 
unhealtby moral seeptieism. Can one entirely and 
safely reeonstruet the bases of personai and national 
eondnct in one or two generations ? 
1 The Service o] Ma (6d. edition), p. 16. 
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This very plain and plausible theory is, however, 
cxposed to criticisnl from othcr points of view. The 
elcrgy as a body arc hot at all willing to eoncede that 
the deeay of belief has sprcad as far as thc thcory 
would suggest. In ordcr to suppose that the lire of 
Europe has, in a marrer of thc gravest importance, 
been direeted by a non-Christian spirit, one nlust 
assume that at least thc majority in eaeh nation have 
deserted the traditional crced. Itis by no means 
conecded or cstablishcd that the fighting nations 
have ceased to be prcdominantly Christian. Indecd, 
if we confine the awful responsibility for this tr,gedy, 
as the cvidence compcls us, to Germany and Austria- 
Hungary, we arc easting it upon the two nations 
which have been the chier representativcs in Europe 
of the two lcading branches of the Chureh. Most 
assuredly no prelate of cither country would adnfit 
that his nation has ecased to bc Christian or sur- 
rendered its lire to non-Christian impulses; and in 
out own country wc have frequently bccn assured of 
late years that the real power of Christianity was 
never greatcr. 
Clearly thcse conflieting claires and this eontrast 
of profession and praetice suggest a problem that 
deserves consideration. Thc problem bceomes thc 
more interesting, and the plausible thcory of non- 
Christian responsibility is even more severely shaken, 
when we refleet that war is hot an innovation of this 
unbelieving agc, but a legaey from the earlier and 
more thoroughly Christian period. Had mankind 
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dcpartcd from some admirable practicc of submitting 
its international quarrcls to a religious arbitrator, and 
in out ovn rimes dcviscd this horrible arbitramcnt of 
thc sword, wc should bc morë disposcd to scck thc 
cause in a contempomry cnfccblemcnt of moral 
standards. This is notoriously not thc csc. Mcn 
havc warrcd, and pricsts havc blcsscd thc bamwrs 
which wcrc to wavc over ficlds of blood, from thc 
vcry bcginning of Christian influence, hot to spcak of 
carlicr rcligious Cl)ochs. Thcrc is assnrcdly a ghastly 
magnitudc about modcrl var which almost lends it 
an clcmcnt of novclty, but thc appcarancc is illusory. 
Tlmt intense cmploymcnt of rcsourccs which makcs 
modcrn war so san6nary tends also to shorten its 
duration. No ntilitary strugglc could now bc pro- 
longcd into thc pcriod of thc Napolconic wars; to 
say nothing of thc Thirty Ycars War, which involvcd 
thc dcath, with cvcry circumstancc of fcrocity, of 
immcnscly largcr numbers than could bc affcctcd bv 
any mDdern war. Nor may wc forger that itis thc 
modcrn spirit vhich has claimcd somc allcviation of 
thc horrors of thc tield, and that thc majority of thc 
nations cngagcd in thc prescrit strugglc havc obscrvcd 
thc new rulcs. 
Thcsc considcrations show that thc problcm is lcss 
simple and more serious th,n is often supposed, and 
I set out to diseuss eaeh of them with some fullness. 
That the war has o relation to the Churches will hardly 
be claimed by anybody. Such a claire would mean 
that they werc indifferent to one of the very gravest 
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phases of hunmn conduct, or wholly unable to in- 
fluence it. Nor can we avoid thc issue by plcading 
that Christianity approves and blesses a just defensive 
war, and that, sincc the share of this country in the 
war is entirely just and dcfcnsive, we have no moral 
problem to eonsider. I bave assuredly no intention 
of questioning eithcr thc justice of Britain's eonduet 
or the prudence of thc Churehes in adapting the 
maxims of thc Sermon on the Motmt to the practieal 
needs of lire. If and when a nation sees its lire and 
prospcrity threatcncd by an ambitious or a jealous 
eighbour, onc eannot but admire its elcrgy for joining 
in the advocaey of an cfllcicnt and triumphant defenee. 
But this is merely a supcrfieial and proximate eon- 
sideration. Not the aetual war only, but the military 
systcm of which if is the occaional outeome, has a 
very pertinent relation to rclion; the maintenance 
of this machinery for scttling international quarreIs 
in an age in -hlch applied science makes it so formid- 
able is a very grave moral issue. It turns out thoughts 
at once to those branches of thc Cristian Cureh 
whieh claire the predominant share in the moulding 
of the eonduet of Europe. 
But these questions of the eflieacy of Christian 
teaehing or the influence of Cristian ministers are 
hot the only or the most interesting questions sug- 
gested by the relation oï the war to the prevailing 
religion. The geat tragcdy whieh darkens the eart|l 
to-day raises again in its most aeute form the problem 
of evil and Providence. More than two thousand 
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ycars ago, as Job rcminds us, some difficulty was 
cxpericnced in jtstifying hc ways of God to men. 
The most pcnctrating hinkcr of thc early Church, 
St. Augustine, wrcslcd once more with the problem, 
as if no word had bccn written on it ; and he wrcstled 
in vain. A ccntury and a hall ago, whcn he Lisbon 
earthquake destroyed ïorty thousand Portuguese, 
Voltaire attcmptcd, wih cqual msuccess, to vindicate 
Providence with the faint hopc of he Dcist. Modern 
science, prolonging he suff«rings of living things over 
carlicr millions of years, has naadc that problem one 
of thc great issues of our agc, and his drcad spectacle 
of human nature red in ooh and claw brings it im- 
prcssively bcfore us. Is he work of God rcstrictcd 
to couning the hairs of the head, and hot enlarged to 
check he murderous houghs in the human brain ? 
Nay, when we survey thosc horrid stretches of dcsola- 
tion in Belgium and Poland and Serbia, wherc hc 
muilaed bodies of the innocent, of womcn and 
children, lie amidst the ashes of heir homes ; when we 
think of those peaceful sailors of our mercantile marine 
at the bottom of the deep, those unoffending civilians 
whose flesh was torn by shells, those hundreds of 
thousands whom patriotic feeliag alone has summoned 
to the vast tombs of Europe, those nfillions of homes 
that bave been darkened bv suspense and loss--how 
can we repeat the ancicnt assurance that God does 
count the hairs of the hcad and mark the rail of even 
the sparrows .9 Does God more the insensate stars 
only, and leave to the less skilful gtfidance of man 



xii PREFACE 
those rnomcntous littlc atorns whieh make np the 
brain of statesrnen? 
Thcse are rcfleetions whieh rnust oeeur to every 
thoughtful pcrson in the l,ater and more meditative 
phases of a gre,at war, when the eye bas grown some- 
what we,ary o[ the glitter of steel and the eolour of 
banuers, whcn the world lnourns about us and thc 
long lists of thc de,ad and longer list of the stupcndous 
w,astc sobcr thc mind. Somcthing is gravely wrong 
with ont international lire; and, plainly, itis nota 
question wh«ther th,at international lire dcparts from 
thc Christi,an st,andard, but why, after fifteen hundrcd 
ycars of mighty Christian influence, it does so depart. 
Is thc moral machinery o[ Europe ineffective? One 
ccrtainly cannot say th,at it has hot had a prolonged 
trial ; yct hcre, in the twcnticth eentury, we havc, in 
the most terrible form, one of thc most appalling evils 
which hunmn agency ever brought upon humau 
hcarts. We have to .reconsider out rcligious and 
cthieal position; to ask ourselves whether, if the 
influence of religion has f,ailcd to direct men into paths 
of wisdom and pente, some other influence may hot 
bc round which will prove more persuasive and more 
bcncficcnt. 
J. 31. 
Easter, 1,15. 
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THE WAR 
AND THE CHURCHES 

CtlAPTER I 
TllE RESPONSIBILITx " OF THE CIIUllCI[S 
Tn; tirst question which the unprejudiced inqaairer 
will seek to answer is : How far were the Churches 
able to prevent, yet remiss in using their influence to 
prevent, the prcsent war? There is, unhappily, in 
these matters no sueh thing as an entirely unprejudieed 
inquircr. Out prceoneeivcd ideas aet like magnets 
on the materiM of evidenee whieh is submitted to us, 
insthietivcly seleeting what bears hx their favour and 
declhxhig to reeeive what they emmot utilise. No- 
where is this more eonspieuous than in the field of 
religious inquiry, nor is it eonfiued to either bdievers 
or unbelicvers. Therc has been too nmeh mutual 
abuse, and too little attention to the faet tbat the 
mind no less than the mouth has its palate, its im- 
pulsive seleetions and rejeetions. One ean meet the 
diffieulty only by a patient and full examhiation of 
the pleas of both parties to a controversy. 
/MId thc first plea whieh it is material to examhm is 
that, since it is claimed that all the nations engaged 
in the var are Christian nations, Olle may accuse them 
collectively of moral failure. Froin the earliest days 
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of the Christian religion it was thc boast of those who 
aceepted it that it abolishcd ail distinctions of caste 
and race. In the little commmity which gathcred 
rotmd the cross there vas neithcr bond nor frec, neithcr 
Greek nor lloman. This cosmopolitanim was, in 
fact, a natural feature of religions movcmcnts at the 
rime, and was due hot so mueh to their intrinsie 
dcvclopment as to the political cireumstances of thc 
worlà in which they spread. Ail round the eastena 
and northern shores of the Mcàitcrranean a grcat 
varicty of raees mingled in evcry port and cvcry 
eommcrcial town, and it was thc poliey of the power- 
fui Empire whieh extt.ndt'à its sway ovcr them ail to 
ovcrrulc their national antagonisns. When, i the 
carlier period, Jt'w and Grcek and Eyptian had 
maintaincd thcir separate nationalitics, hostility to 
othcr raees had been a very natnral social quality, 
an inevitablc part of the spirit of self-prcscrvatioa in a 
race. $qaen thc great Empircs had eonqucred the 
.-maller nationalities or thc deoeying older Empires, 
this mutual hostilitv was modcratcd, and, as the vast 
movemcnts of popdation whieh markcà thc end of 
the old and the beginnhag of the new era fillcd the 
3Ieàiterranean eities with extraordharily mixed crowàs, 
nutual fricndship bccame thc more fitting and more 
useful social virtue. A good deal of the old narrow 
patriotism had been due to the faet that eaeh nation 
had its oa goal. l the new I/oman world this 
thcologieal exelusivism broke doa, and the priests 
of a partieular god, scattcwd like their followers 
amoug the eities of the eastern world, began to seek a 
eosmopolitan rather than a nationalist followhag. 
the temple of caeh of thc lcading gods of the time-- 
J,hvch, Serapis, Mithra, and so on--pcoplc of ail 
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races and classes wçre rcceivcd on a footing of cquality. 
The docCrinc of thc brothcrhood of lllaIl sprcad ail 
over that cosmopolitan world. 
qmn tlm old world, to the south and east of the 
Mediterrancan, wa. blottcd out of hi.tory, and Europe 
in trn becamc a group of eonflicting nationalitics, 
raeial hatrcd was revivcd and iu its po]itieal and social 
aspcct. thc doctrine of thc brothcrhood of mm was 
virtually ïorgotte,. Bt thc Chri.tian Chureh ha(l, 
cmbodicd lhat doctrine in its saercd writings, and was 
bound to maiutai it. lu its ambition of a univcrsal 
domidon it was the direct sueeessor of the Roma 
Empire. A]l the faces of Europe were to mect as 
brotht.rs tmdcr thc ont God of the nev world and under 
the direction of hi. rcpresentatives on carth. It was 
this change in the features of thc world whieh gave a 
certain air of iu.incerity to thc Chri.tian gospcl. 
the older days there had bccn political unity with 
great divcr.ity of religions ; now thcrc was rcligious 
unity .pread over a great divcrsity of antagonistie 
politieal bodies. Mcu were brothcrs from the religious 
point of view and, only too frequently, dcad]y encmies 
from the politieal point of view. Thc diseord was 
ruade worse by thc ïcudal systcm which was adopted. 
Eveu within thc salue race therc was no brotherhood. 
In effeet thc clcrgy as a body did hot insi.t that the 
noble was a brothcr of thc serf, and did hot exact 
fratelaml treatmcnt of the serf. Thus the phrase, 
"the brotherhood of man," which had been a most 
prominent aud active prhci])le of early Chri.tianity, 
bceame little more thau a usclcss theological thcsis. 
The solution of thc diffieulty would, of course, have 
bcen for the elcrgy, as thc supreme representatives 
of the doctrine of brotherhood, to apply that doctrine 
13 
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bo]d]y fo evcry part of rnan's conduct ; fo pronounce 
that all violence and b]oodshcd wcre irnrnoral, and fo 
dcvisc a |rnnmnc nmans of scttling intclmtional 
quarrcls. I wi|l considcr h the ncxt chapter why the 
Christian ]cadcrs fni|cd cvcn to attcrnpt thisgrcat 
reïorrn. For thc rnorncnt if is cnough to observe that 
thc conditions of rnodcn tirncs ïavourcd a ïrcsh asser- 
tion of thc doctrine of brothcrhood. Grcat as the 
powcr of sinccrc rnora] idca]isrn bas a]ways bcen, the 
historian rnust rccognisc that cconomic changcs have 
had a most important influcncc upon thc dcvc]oprncnt 
or acccptancc of rnora| idcas. Just as in ear]icr ages 
thc dcvelopmcnt of forrns of ]ifc was conditioncd by 
changcs in thcir rnatcria] surroundings, so rnan's moral 
dcvclopmcnt has been profoundly influenced by 
industrial, eomnmreial, and political changes. 
The destruction of feudalisrn and the dcveloprnent 
of the rnodern worker werc notoriously hot due fo 
religious inflncnce, yct they had an important relation 
to re|igions doetrines. Once the new spirit hacl 
asserted its right, the elergy reeolleetcd that ail rnen 
are brothers frorn the social as well as the rcligious 
point of vicw. Many of thern, aud even sorne social 
writers of Christian views, nmintain thag the new 
social order is itsclf bascd on or inspired by thc religious 
doctrine of brothcrhood. This speculation is entircly 
opposcd to the historical facts, but it will easily be 
realiscd that when the workers had, in their own 
interest, asscrtcd afresh thc doctrine of hurnan brother- 
hood, the Churchcs had a new occasion fo prcach it. 
How tirnid and tentative that prcaching was, and evcn 
is, we have hot to consider hcrc. On the whole the 
brotherhood of rnen xvas re-affirrned by thc Churches 
both in the social and rcligious scnse. 
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This situation makcs more violent than over the 
contr,qst betveen the politieal and religious relations 
of men, and gives a strong prima racle case to the 
charge against the Chnrches whieh I ara eonsidering. 
It is wholly artifieial and inshcere to say that men arc 
brothers socially and rcligiou.ly, yet arc justified ht 
marehing out in millions, with thc most murderous 
apparatus seieuee ean devise, to meet each other on 
the field of battle. "Wc eondemn crime for social 
rcasons. We have rclcgated to thc Middle Ages, to 
whieh it bclongs, thc notiou that the erimil:d is a 
nian who has affronted soeicty, and thnt soeiety nlay 
take a revenge on him. ]ai the sane conception of 
out tilne the erimhal is a misehievous element dis- 
ttrbing the social order, and, in the interest of that 
ordcr, he must be i,olated or put out of existence. 
It is not the guilt, but the gocial eOect, whieh we regard. 
Aad fxm this poiut of vicw a shgle great war is far 
more ealamitous than ail the erilne in Europe during 
whole deeades. It is estimatcd by high authorities 
t.hat if the psent war lasts only twelve lnonths it 
will eost Europe, direetly and indireetly, ilteluding 
the destruction of property and the loss to industry 
aud commerce, ltO less a sure than £9,000,000,000 ; and 
it vill eertaildy eost mox than a million, if hot more 
than two million, lives, besides the inealenlable amount 
of suffering from WOlmdS, loss of relatives, outrages, 
and the ineidentM damage of warfare. The rime will 
eome vhen historimts will study with amazement the 
wonderful system we bave devised in Europe for the 
suppression of breaehês of the social order ai a rime 
when we eomplacently surfer these appalling periodieal 
destructions of the entire social ordcr of nations. 
It is quite natural to arraign the Christian Churches 
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in eonnection with this disastrous outbreak. Unlcss 
lhey dichar_c the high task of the moral direction of 
mon, in iutenalional as well as in per.otal eouduct, 
they Imve no raison d'être. Few of thcm to-day 'ill 
plcad that thcir function is mercly to itcrpret to 
their fcllow. what they regard as the revcalcd word of 
God. In fcc «,f the challcnging spiril of ollr timc they 
maintain that they di.charge a moral ni».ion of such 
importance lh«tt oci«'ty is likcly to go to pieces if 
Chri.tialfity is abmtdoned. SYc thereforc aî.k very 
pcrtiuently whcre they were, and what thcy were 
doing, duril:g the months when the nations of Europe 
were slowly advaneing toward a decl,ration of war. 
In examii,g lhe charge that, for some rcaon or 
other, th¢.y cglcctcd their mission at a cri»is of supreme 
importance, we must rceall that fcw of u. bclicved 
that a grt'at xva.r would occur until we actual]y heard 
the dcclaratiou. No indictmcnt of the clergy is 
valid which pre.upposes that they are more sagaciom 
or far-sccig than the test of us. Yct, howevcr much 
we may havc doubted the actual occrrt:nce of war, 
we have knoxva for years, aud have quite complacertly 
eomnented npon, the danger that half of Europe 
would sooner or later bc ivolvcd in the horrors oî 
the greatest war in history. 1N'ow itis uotorioos that 
thc Christiau Chlrches havc donc little or nothig, in 
proportiou to thcir nfighty resources and itfluoce, to 
avert thi daugcr. No collective action has hcen taken, 
and rclativcly few individuals have used thcir in- 
fluence to moderate or obviate the danger. The 
supreme ht'ad of the most powerfully orgmiscd and 
most cosmopolitan religious body in the wodd, an 
institution which has its thousands of miuistcrs among 
each of the antagonistic pcoples--I mean the Church 
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of Romc--gave his attention to minute questions of 
doctrine and admhistration, and bemoaned repeatedly 
the evil spirit of our age, but i.sucd uot one singlc 
syllable of prccisc and uscful dircctio t,) thc various 
natiolm] rcgimcnts of his clergy i connection with 
this terrible impcnding danger. The head, «)r Councils 
of the various Protc.tant bodics werc -qual]y remiss. 
Hcrc and thcrc individual clcrgymen joi(.d associations, 
foundcd by laymcn, which endcavour¢'d to maintain 
peacc ad to ,ccure arbitration Ul)O quarrcls, and 
onc Smday in thc ycar was set a».idc by thc pulpits 
for thc vague gospc! of pcacc. But iu almost ail cases 
these m«»w.mcnts wcre purcly sccu]ar in origin, and 
the few m«»vements of a religions lmtre bave becn 
obviou,ly f(»md(.d only fo kccp the idc«li-m liukcd with 
a particular Chrch, have had no great iflcnce, and 
havc lxclt too vague in thcir principl('., t« havc had any 
cffcct up«,n the growing chalmcs of a Etropcan war. 
Therc i. no doubt that the Churchcs have oemahcd 
almost dumb while Europe was prcparing for its 
Armagcddol. 
I spcak of the clcrgy, but in out timc thc rcsponsi- 
bility ClmOt bc confincd to these. Ev« in thc Church 
of Englad thc laity havc now a coniderable influence, 
and in th« other Protestant bodies thcy havc evcn more 
power in the control of policy. No doubt the duty 
of initiative and of work in such mattcr, lies nainly 
with thc more leisurcd and more olîïcial interprctcrs 
of thc Chri.tian spirit, yet it would be absurd to 
restrict the criticism to them. The various Chstian 
bodies, au a wholc, have confront«d a very grave and 
imminent danger with remarkab]c ildiffcrcnce, althougb 
that danger cou]d becomc an actuel infliction ou]y 
by seriously immoral conduct on thc part of somc 
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nation. Thcy saw, as wc all saw, the vast arnfies 
prcpariug for thc fray, tire diplomatists bctraying an 
incrca»iug conccrn about thc rclations bctwccn their 
respcctive natious, thc prcss embittcrbg those relations, 
md a pcrnicious and provocativc litcraturc inflaming 
public opiuiou. Wc all saw thcsc thiu, and kncw that 
a war of appalling magnitudc would follow the first 
iufringcmcnt of peace. Yct I thiuk it will hardly be 
controvcrtcd that thc Churches nmde no serious effort 
to avcrt that calamity from Europe. Thcy were 
dccply couccrned about unbclicf, about personal 
purity, about thc clcauuess of plays aud books and 
pictures, even about questious of social reform which a 
rcbcllious dcmocraey forecd on them; but they took 
uo iuitiativc and pcrformcd no important scrvice in 
comacction with this tcrriblc daugcr. 
That is the indictment which many bring against 
Christianity, and we have now to eonsidcr tlm gcneral 
dcîenee. I will examinc latcr a numbcr of religious 
pronounccments about the war, and will discuss here 
only a fcw gcneral pleas which arc put forward as a 
dcfence agaiust the general indictment. 
Itis, in the first place, urgcd that the moral and 
humanitarian tcaching which thc Christian Churches 
never ceased to put before thc world condemned in 
advance cvcry dcparture from the paths of justice 
and eharity ; that it was not the fault of Christianity 
if men refused to listen to or earry into practice that 
teaching. But at no pcriod iu the history of morals 
has it sufficed to lay down general principles. Every- 
body pcrccives to-day, hot only that slavery was in 
itself a crime, but that it was cssentially opposed to 
the Christian morality. Yet, as no Christiau teacher 
for many centuries vcutured to apply the principle 
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by cxprcssly dcnouncing slavcry, thc institution was 
takcn over from Paganism by Christian Europe and 
lasted ccnturics aftcr thc rail of thc Roman Empire. 
Thc Church itsclf had vast numbcrs of slaves, and latcr 
of scrfs, on its immense cstatcs. Lco thc Grcat dis- 
dainfully cnactcd that thc pricsthood must not bc 
staincd by admitting so " vile " a class to its ranks, 
and Grcgory thc Grcat had myriads of slaves on the 
Papal " patrimonics." So it was with thc dcmand 
for social reform which charactcriscd thc ninctccnth 
ccntury. To-day Christians claire that thcir principlcs 
sanctioncd and oavc wcight to thosc carly dcmands of 
rcform, yct thcir principlcs had bccu vainly rcpcatcd 
in Europê for fiftccn hundred ycars, and, whcn thc 
pcoplc themsclvcs at last fornutlatcd thcir dcmands 
in thc carly part of thc ninctccnth ccntury, it is notori- 
ous that thc clcrgy opposcd thcm. The tcaching of 
abstract moral principlcs is of no avail, iIan is csscn- 
tially a casuist. Lcavc to him thc application of your 
principlcs, and ho will adapt almost any schcmc of 
conduct to thcm. Thc moralist who docs not boldly 
and cxplicitly point thc application of his principlcs 
is either too ignorant of human nature to diseharge 
his duty ,vith effect or is a coward. The plain fact is 
that the preaching of jttstice and pcace throughout 
Europe bas been stcadily accompanied by an increase 
in armaments and in international friction. It had no 
moral influence on the situation. 
A more valid plea is that we must distinguish carc- 
fully bctwccn the nations which inaugurated thc war 
and the nations which are mcrely dcfending them- 
selves, and we must quarrel with the Christian Churches 
only in those lands ,vhich are guilty. It may, indecd, 
be pleaded that, since each nation regards itself as 
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acting on thc defensive and uscs arguments to this 
effect whieh convincc its jnrists and scholars no less 
than its divines, thcrc is no occasion at ail to introdnce 
Christianity. Most of us do hot nèrely adroit the 
right, we emphasise the dnty, of cvery citizcn to take 
his share in the just dcfence of his country, either by 
arms or by material contribntion. Since there seems  
tobe a gcneral conviction evcn in Gcrmany and 
Austria that thc nation is defending itself against 
jealous and dcsigning ncighbours, why quarrel with 
their clergy for supporting the war ? 
When thc plea is broadened to tl,is cxtent we must 
emphatically reject it. There has been too much dis- 
position among moralists to listen indulgently to such 
talk as this. When wc fmd rive nations cngaged in 
a terr;ble war, and caeh declaring that itis only 
defending itself against its opponent, the cynic indced 
may indolcntly snfile at the sitnation, but the man of 
principle has a more rigorous task. Some one of those 
peoples is lying or is dcccived, and, in the future interest 
of mankind, itis imperative to determine and condemn 
the delinqnent. Thcrc is no such thing as an inevitablc 
war, nor docs thc bul-dcn of great armaments lead of 
itself to the opcning of hostilities. Itis certain that 
on one side or the other, if hot on both sides, there is 
a terrible gnilt, and itis the duty of Christian or any 
othcr moralists, whcther or no they belong to the 
gnilty nations, sterlfly to assign and condemn that 
gnilt. It is prccisely on this loose and lenient habit of 
mind that the engineers of aggressive war build in onr 
rime, and wc have scen, in thc case of netral nations 
and of a section of out own nation, what chances they 
bave of succeeding. Thcy have only to fill their p«'ople 
and the world at large with counter-charg'cs, resolutely 
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mendacious, and many will throw up their hands in 
prcsence of the mutual accusations and dcclarc that 
itis irnpossible to assign the responsibility. That is a 
fatal concession to immorality, and we must hold that 
in some one or more of the conbatant nations the 
Churchcs have, for somc rcason or othcr, acquicsced in 
a crime. 
The plea is valid only to this extcnt, that thc guilty 
nations iii this case wcrc notoriously Gcrmany and 
Austria-Hungary, aud thcrcfore onc cannot pass any 
censure ou British Christians for supporting the war. 
I have in othcr works dealt so fully with the guilt 
of those two nations that hcrc I must bc content to 
assurnc it. Thc gcncral and incessant cry of the 
Gcrman peoplc, that tlmy arc only defcnding their 
Empire against malignant enemics, must bc undcr- 
stood in the light of their rcccnt history and litcraturc. 
No Power in the world had givcn any indication of a 
wish to dcstroy Germany; there wcre, at the most, a 
few uninfluential appcals in Engl.-md for an attack on 
Germany, but solcly on the ground that it meditatcd 
an attack on England, aud the accunmlated evidcnce 
now shows that it did mcditate such an attack. Eng- 
land did hot dcsirc an acre of Gerrnan ground. France 
had assurcdly hot forgotteu .Msace and Lorraine, but 
France would have had no support, and would have 
failed ignominiously, in an aggressive campaign to 
secure those provinces. On the other hand, an im- 
lncnse and weighty litcrature, which is unfortunately 
very little known in England, has familiarised Germany 
for fifteen years with aggressive ideas. The most 
authoritative writcrs claimcd that, as they said re- 
peatedly, " Gcrlnany must and will expand "; and 
leagues which nulnbcred nfillions of subscribers propa- 
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gatcd this sentiment in evcry school and village. A 
definitc dcmand was ruade throughout Gcrmany ïor 
more colonies and a longer coast-line on the North 
Sca; and if was in relation fo this ambition that 
England, France, and Russia wcre representcd--and 
justly reprcscnteds Germany's opponents. Eng- 
land, in particular, was describcd as thc grcat dragon 
which watchcd at the gares of Gcrmany and grimly 
forbade its "dcvelopment." It is in this sense that 
the btdk of thc Gcrman peoplc maintain that their 
action is dcfensive. 
In passing, let me emphasise this pcculiar economic 
diffcrcncc bctwcen the ïour nations. Russia had a 
vast territory in which hcr people might develop. 
France had no surplus population, and had a large 
colonial ficld ïor such of her children as dcsircd adven- 
ture abroad or wotdd escapc the compctition at home. 
England had, in Canada and Austr'lasia and South 
Aïrica, a magnificent estate for her surphs population. 
None of thcse Powers had an economic ground ïor 
aggression. Germany was undoubtedly in a far less 
ïortunate position, and had an overflowing poptfiation. 
Six hundred thousand men and wonmn (mostly men) 
had to leave thc fatherland cvery ycar, and, as the 
colonics wcre snmll and unsatisïactory, thcy were 
scattercd and lost among the nations of the earth. 
The proper attitude toward Germany is, hot to gratify 
the cunning of hcr lcadcrs by superficially admitting 
that she was hot aggressive, but-to tmderstand clearly 
the very solid grounds of hcr dcsire for expansion. 
Into the whole case against Germany, however, I 
cannot enter here. Familiar from their chier historical 
writers with the supposed law of the expansion of 
powerful nations, convinced by their economists that 
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the count.ry wonld soon lmrst with population and be 
choked by their own industrial products tmless t.hcy 
expanded, knowing well that. smh expansion rotant 
war to t.he dcat.h against France and Englaad (who 
wotfld suffcr by their expansion), t.he German people 
coascnt.ed t.o thc var. Thcir otlïcial documents abso- 
lutely belle the hot.lori t.hat thcy vcrc meet.ing an 
aggressive England. ]3ut. the Christ.ians of Gcrmany 
were utt.erly false to their principlcs in support.ing sttch 
a var. I do hot mean mercly that. thcy set. asidc thc 
prcccpt, or counscl to t.ttrll the other check t.o the 
smitcr, for no one now cxpect.s cithcr nation or indi- 
vidual t.o act on that. maxim. Thcy were false t.o the 
ordinary principles of Christian morals or of humanit.y. 
Even if one wcre despcrat.ely to suppose that. learned 
divines like IIarnack wcre unablc to assign t.he real 
responsibility for t.he war, or that the vholc of Gcrmany 
is kcpt. in a kind of hot.-house of falsehood, it would be 
impossible to defend them. Thc Churchcs of Germaay 
have conplacently watched for t.wcat.y-t.hrce years t.he 
tendency which William II gave to thcir schools ; thcy 
have passed no censure on the fifteen years of Im- 
perialist propaganda which have steadily prcpared the 
nation for an aggrcssive war; and they have raised 
no voice against, t.he appalling dccision t.lmt., in order 
t.o at.tain Germany's purposes, evcry rnle of morals 
and humanit.y should be set aside. Thcy have servilely 
accept.ed every fli,nsy pretext, for outrage, and have 
followed, instead of leading, their passion-blinded 
people. It. was the saine in Aust.ria-Hungary. Aus- 
t.rian and H(mgarian prelates have passed in silence 
t.he fcarful travest.ies of justice by which, ia recent 
years, their stat.esmen sought to compass the judicial 
murder of stores of Slavs ; t.hey raised no voice when, 
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at the grave risk of a European war, Austria dis- 
honestly annexed Bosnia and Herzcgovina ; they gavc 
their tacit or opcn consent whcn Austria, refusing 
rncdiation, declarcd war on Scrbia and inangnrated 
the titanic struggle; and they bave passed no con- 
dcrnnation on thc infamies which the Magyar troops 
l)crpetratcd in Ser|)ia. 
I arn concerned nminly with thc action or inaction 
of thc Churchcs in this conntry, but it is entirely 
relevant to set ont a brief staternent of thcse fact 
about Gerrnany and Anstria-Hungary. The Christian 
religion was on trial in those countries as well as here. 
It failcd so larnentably, hot because there is more" 
Christianity herc than in Gerrnany and Anstria, ne,t. 
bccause the national character was inferior to tlc 
English and lcss apt to receive Christian teaching, b:t 
because the temptation was greater. Until this -«tr 
occurred, no responsible traveller ever ventured to say 
that the German or Anstrian character was inferior to 
the British. It is not. But the econornic difficnlties 
of Gerrnany and thc politieal diflàctdties (5th the 
Slavs) of Austria-Hungary laid a heavier trial on 
those nations, and their Christianity entirely failed. 
Catholic and Protestant alike for the two nations 
contain fifty million Catholics to sixty million Protes- 
tants--were svept onward in the tide of national 
passion, or fearcd to oppose it. 
One might bave expected that at least the supreme 
head of the Roman Chnrch would, frorn his detached 
throne in Rome, pass sorne grave censnre on the out- 
rages cornrnitted by Catholic Bavarians in Belginrn or 
Catholic Mao3"ars in Serbia. Not one syllable either 
on the responsibility for the war or the appalling 
outrages vhich bave eharactcrised it bas corne from 
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him. The only evcnt which drew from him a protest- 
a restraincd and inoffcnsive rcmonstrancc--was thc 
confinement to his palace for sonm days of my o]d 
friend and teachcr, Cardinal Mercicr! To thc stories 
of fearful and widcspread outragc, cvcu whcn thcy 
werc stcrnly authcnticated, hc was dcaf. One kuows 
why. If Germany and Austria rail in this war, as 
thcy will fail, the Catholic bodics of Germany and 
,ustria, the strongcst Catholic political partics in 
Europc, will bc brokcn. Millions of thc Catholic sub- 
jccts of Gcrmany and Austria will pass uudcr thc rulc 
of unbclieving Francc or schismatical Russia. So the 
supremc hcad of the Roman Church wraps himsclf 
nervously in a mant]e of political nctrality and 
disclaims the duty of assiguing moral gfilt. 
On s in Englaud was laid only thc task of dcfcndhg 
our homcs and our honour. It is in thosc othcr 
eotmtrics that wc most clcarly sce Chri»tiaSty put to 
thc test, and failUg dcp]orably mdcr thc tcst. I do 
hot mcan that thcre was no opportunity hcre for thc 
Churchcs to diplay thcir cff«ctivcucss as thc moral 
guides of nations. Ia those fateful ycars bctwccn 
1908 and 191z, during which we uow scc so l)laily 
thc prcparation for thi world-tragcdy, thcy might 
bave àone much. Thcy did nothing. Thcy might 
have scen, at lcast at thc eleventh hour, thc iuiquity 
of sustaining thc nfi]itary system, and have cast the 
whole of thcir massivc influence ou thc sidc of thc 
promotcrs of arbitration. I do hot mcan that any man 
should advocate disarmamcnt, or lcss effcctivc arma- 
ment, iu Eugland whilc the test of thc world remains 
armcd. As long as we retain thc military system 
hstead of an hternational court, thc soldier's profession 
is honourable, and thc man who x:ohmtarily faccs the 



16 RESPONSIBILITY OF THE CHURCHES 
horrors of thc ficld is cntitlcd to respcct and gratitudc. 
But in cvcry country thcrc was an agitation for the 
general abandonmcnt of militarism and thc substitution 
of lawycrs for so]dicrs in thc scttlcmcnt of intcnmtiolml 
quarrcls. Had thc C]nlrchcs in cvcry country givcn 
thcir wholc support to this agitation, and insistcd 
that it i morally crimim] for [:hc race as a wholc to 
prolong tllc military systcm, wc might hot havc wit- 
ncsscd this glat catastrophc. 
Bcforc, hovcvcr, I prcss this charge against 
Chrisfian bodics, lct roc discuss thc third plca that may 
bc urgcd in dcïcncc of lhc Churchcs. It is thc plca of 
thosc who arc so cagcr to disclaim rcsponsibility that 
thcy arc wil|ing to allow an cnormous decay of rcligious 
influcncc in tlm modcrn world. You havc rcpcatcdly 
told us, thcy sy to thc Ration,list, t]mt Christianity 
bas lost its hold on Europe. You spcak of nfil|ions 
who no longcr hcar flic word of Christiml nfinistcrs, 
but who do rcad Ratiolmlkt litcraturc in cnormos 
quantitics. Vcry wc]l, you cmmot havc it both ways. 
Let us adnfit that the nations of Europe have become 
non-Chrisfian, and we cast on your non-Christian 
influence thc burden of responsibi|ity for the war. 
This language has been uscd more than once in Eng- 
land. It lcavcs the speakcr free to assume that in 
England, whose action in the war we do hOt eritieise, 
Ihe nation ronains substantial]y Christian, while in 
Gernmny and Austria the Churches have lost more 
ground. IJtdccd, one may almost confine attention fo 
Germany. Profoundly eorrupt as politieal lire has 
been in Austria-Hungary for years, there is no little 
evidcnee iJ the offieial publications of diplomatie 
documents tiret at the last moment, when the spectre 
of a general war definitely arose, Austria hesitated 
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and cntcrcd upon a hopcful ncgotiation with Russia. 
It was Gcrmany's criminal ultimatum to Rnssia which 
set the avalmichc on its terrible path. Now Gcrmany 
is notoriou.,ly a land of religious criticism and Rational- 
ism. Chnrch-going ha Bcrlin is far lowcr evcn than in 
London, whcrc six out of seven millions do not attend 
places of worship. It is alrnost as low as at Paris, 
whc'e lmrdly a tenth of the population attend clmrch 
on Snndays. Ia other large toaas of Gcrnmny thc 
condition is, as iii England, pmportionatc. Almost in 
proportion to thc size of thc oat is thc aversion of thc 
pcoplc from thc Churchcs. 
It is absolutcly impossible in thc case of Gcrmany 
to dctcrmbm, evcn iii vcry round numbers, how many 
have abandoncd their allcgiance to Christianity, 
though, whcn one rcmembcrs the enormous rural 
population and the high proportion of bclievem in the 
smaller toaas, it seems prcpo.terous to suggest that 
the country has, even to the extent of one hall, become 
non-Christian. But I ara anxious to do justice to this 
plea, and would point out that it is the educatcd class 
and thc men of the large citics who control a nation's 
policy. The rural population--the general population, 
ial fact--follows its educatcd leaders. Now thcrc is 
no doubt that bi Gcrmany, as elsewhcre, this body of 
the population--the middle elass and the workers of 
the great eities--has very largely lost the traditional 
belief. The workers of BerliJ are solidly Soeialistie, 
which means very largely anti-elerieal. And I would 
boldly draw the conclusion tlmt the.responsibility for 
the war is shared at least equally by Christians and 
non-Christians. "lïae strieture I have passed on the 
Churehes of Germany is based on the faet that they, 
beilg organised bodies with a definite moral mission, 
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were peeuliarly bound to protcst agahst the obvious 
political developmcnt of thcir country, and thcy 
ctircly failcd to do so. But I should bc thc last to 
confine the rcsponsibility to thcm. 1\'or only rcligious 
lcaders likc IIarnaek and Euekcn, but lcading 
Rationalits like Hacckel nd Ostwald, have cordially 
supportcd the action of thcir country. So if was from 
the tiret. Of that largc elass of mcn who nmy bc said 
to bave had somc rcal control of thc fortuncs of their 
country a vcry high prol)ortion--I should be di.posed 
to say at lcast onc hall--arc not Christians, or are 
Christians only i namc. 
"Vhile we thus candidly adroit that non-Christians 
as wcll as Christians in Gcrnmny bear thc moral 
responsibility, we must bc cqually candid in rejecthg 
thc libcllous chargc that thc principles, or lack of 
principles, of thc non-Christians tcndcd to provoke or 
encourage war, in opposition to tire Christian principlcs. 
This hot uncommon plca of rcligious pcoplc is worse 
than hmeeuratc, since it is quite casy to a.-ecrtain 
the principlcs of thosc who rcjcct Christianity. In 
Germany, as elscwh'rc, tire non-Christians are mainly 
an mmrganiscd mass, but thcrc arc two dcfiStc organ- 
isations, which, in ths rcspect, rcflcct or educate the 
gencral non-Christian sentimcnt. These are the Social 
Dcmocrats, a body of many millions who arc for the 
most part opposcd to thc clcrgy, and the 51onists, an 
expressly Rationalistic body. In both cases the 
moral principlcs of thc organisation arc emphatically 
humanitarian and opposed to violcnce, di.honesty, 
or injusticc ; in both cases thosc prhciples arc adhercd 
to with a fidelity at least eqtml to that which one finds 
in the Christian Churclms. It is little short of mon- 
strous to say that the moral tcaching of Be bel and Singcr 
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and Licbknccht, or of Ilacckcl alld Ostwald--all mon 
of hiR'h moral idcalism--gave grcatcr occasion than thc 
tcachiug of Christianity to this atrocious war. Thc 
Socialists, indccd, wcrc thc strongcst opponcnts of 
war and ,-lvocatcs of intenmtiomd amity in Europe. 
How, likc the Evmagclical and the Christian Chnrchcs, 
thcy faiicd in a ravc erisis to assert thcir pl'ineiplcs 
nmy bc a mattcr for intcrcsting considcration, but it 
would bc cntircly dishoncst to plcad that thc substitn- 
tion of thc i|aflUClCe of l{tioualists and cialts for 
Christian mildstcrs has il any th'.rcc facilitatcd thc war. 
Thc Christial who regards ail thcse non-ChrLstim 
influences as "' Paal," ld fecls that a "rcturn 
to Pagmfim " cxplails thc essential immorality of 
Gcrmalay's conduet, ummlly has a 'rossly inaccurate 
idca of Paganism. Whatcw'r may I said of scxual 
dcvclopmcnts bi modcrn and ancicnt timcs, wc shall 
sec that thc Roman writcrs heh! pri,aciph's which most 
dccklcdly madc for pcacc mari brothcrhood and justice. 
In point of fact, thc majority of thc German writcrs 
who bave bcen rcsponsibh' for thc education of Gcr- 
many in war-likc idcas haw' b«cn Christians. Thc 
Epcror himself, who is lnaildy rcsponsiblc bccause 
of lais dclibcrate prostitution of Gcrman schools to 
militarist purposcs sincc 1891, will hardly bc dcscribcd 
as othcï than Cristian; certainly cv«ry prclate or 
lninistcr in Gcrmany would vchcmcntly rcscnt such a 
description. Trcitschkc, who is probably thc bcst 
known in En-land of thc Imlwrialist vritcrs, dcfinitely 
bascs his appalling ctmccption of lifc on Christian 
principlcs, and claires that ho is acting from a sense 
of thc divUac mission of Gcrmmay. Gencral von Bem- 
hardi uscs preciscly thc saine Christian language. 
But thcsc are only two in a hundred ,a'iters who, fol" 
C 
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more than hall a ccntury, havc beea educating Gcrmany 
in aggressivc idcas, and, speaking from pcr.sonal 
acquaintancc with thcir works, I should say that thc 
ovcrwhelming majority of them are Christians. Not a 
singlc Socialist, ad hot a siglc well-knoa l{atioaalist, 
bas contributcd to their pcrnicious gospcl. 
Probably thc ont Gcrman writcr in thc mind of thosc 
};nglish peoplc who speak of Gcrmany's retun to 
Paganism is Friedrich Nictzsche. It is truc that 
Nietzschc was bitterly anti-Christiaa, aad ho has 
prol0ably had a greater inflcnce ha Gcmmny, in spire 
of his strictures on the country, than many sccm dis- 
poscd to allow. German booksclh'rs have recently 
drawn up a statcment in regard to the tavourite books 
of soldiers in the field, and it appears tiret Nictzschc's 
7"bus Spake Zaratlmstra is second on thc list--leagues 
ahead of thc Bible. But to eoncludc from this that 
thc anti-moral doctrine of the Pagan Nietzsche is the 
chief source of thc outrages eommitted is ont of those 
slilhod inferences which make oae despair of Christian 
literature. 
Ia thc first place, Goethe is even more popular with 
thc troops than Nietzsche, aad, although Goethe too 
was a Pagan, his teaching was thc vcry antithcsis of 
crime, violeace, injustice, or hypocrisy. 1N'o loblcr 
human doctrine was over set forth than in thc l)agcs 
of his Fa,tst, thc first on this list of favouritc books. 
In thc secod place, this fact at once warns us of a 
circumstance which we might have takcn for granted : 
in the -laapsacks of the overwhehning majority of the 
soldicrs there are lO books at ail. It is the minority 
who read; and it is quite safe to assume that th£s 
thoughtful minority are not the minority who bave 
disgraced German militarism. Thirdly--and it should 
hardly De neeessary to make this observation--the 
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scnsitivc and high-strung Nictzsehc wou]d have rc- 
garded with shuddering horror thesc outrages which 
some ignorantly attribute to his influ(.nee. It is 
indeed probable that, if he still lookcd from his bill-top 
upon the ficlds of Europe, he would pour out his most 
volcanie scorn upon the warring nations, and cspeeially 
ni)on Germany and Austria. In fine, itis nccessary to 
rcmember that Nietzschc was violcntly anti-dcnmcratic. 
For thc mass of thc pcol)lC ho had only disdaiu, and it 
is folly to supposc tlmt his aristocratie phil«st,l)hy ha 
IX-Ch aeccptcd among thcm as a gospcl. 
Nietzsche has had a considcrable inllucuce on thc 
more thoughfful rcading l)ublic in Gcrnmny, yct even 
hcrc onc bas to nmkc rcscrvcs in charging him with a 
part in the preparation of the eomtry fol" an aggressive 
war. His peeuliar art and temlx'ramental exaggera- 
lions makc it impossible for any but a patient few to 
grasp lais teaehing aeeurah'ly, and are peeuliarly liablc 
to mislead the lcss pati(.nt. When, therefore, he 
stresses--as most anti-Soei«dists do--the Darwinian 
struggle for existence, whcl he assails the hnnmnitarian 
and Chri.tian doetrhe of helping the weak, when he 
ealls into question the reeeived code of morale, and 
when he extols self-assertion and strength of will, lais 
fiery words do lend sonm eonfirnmtiol, whieh he 
assuredly never intended, to the Prussian ideal of a 
State. Nietzsehe was too mueh averse from polities 
to intend sueh an applieation of his teaehing, whieh 
is essentially individualistie, and he had nothing but 
eOlltempt for the bluster and philistinisnl of the 
Prussian State in partieular. We must adroit, however, 
that in this unintentional way he eontributed to the 
formation of that German retaper whieh led to the war 
General von Bemhardi's admiring referenees to his 
philosophy sufficiently show this. 
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But Ni(.tzschc's vcry limitcd influcncc on Gcrman 
thought cannot rcasonably bc quoted as justification 
of thc common saylng that Gcrmany had dcs('rtcd 
Cristianity for Pamism. Ilad sueh a statcmt'nt 
Ien ruade b(.fo, thc war bcgan, our divines would 
havc iudignantly rcpudiatcd it. Thc truth is that ail 
¢lassesChritian and non-Christian--havc yicld«d 
fatally to th« pcrnicimt intcrpretation which intcrc-t(.d 
l)oliticians, soldicrs, manufacturcrs, and Jingoistic 
writers hav« put ou thc rcal cconomic nccds of th(" 
¢otmtry. Of thc Soci«list and Catholic partics, in 
particular, thc two inost powcrfully organiscd bodi('s 
in Gcroumy, wc nmy say that, in dcscrting thcir id«als, 
thcy havc bccn paly de«'ivcd iuto a rcal belicf that 
llussia ami Enghmd sought their dcstruction, and thcy 
havc partly yicld«d to [bat vcr), old and familiar 
tcmptation--thc d«,six, to ¢tah thcir numcrical 
strength by ccmpromisi)g with thcir principh's. In 
justioe to thc Socidists it Mould bc addcd that that 
party lins furnish(.d thc otl, men and jourtmls in 
Gcmmny to raisc any protcst against thc maduess 
thc nation. Onc of thc most rclndsivc moral traits 
in Gcrmany t«)-da)- i,, ceen whcn wc havc ruade thc 
most lierai allowmmc for thc painful and despcratc 
eircumstanccs of thc pcoplc, the astounding exprcssion 
and cultivation of lmtx.(I. It has tkanspired timc aftcr 
timc that thc l'or«drts bas l)tcst agah»t this. 
Not oncc has it becn rcportcd that thc rcligious prcss 
or r(.ligious ministers havc prot.cstcd. Thc ncw phrasc 
that is oflicially sancti«m(.d, " d punish England," 
is a rcligious phrasc that no Neo-Pagan could usc. On 
the very day on which I writc this pagc it is rcpocd 
that eialists have lntested in the Rcichstag against 
thc official cndorsemcnt of outragcs.  do not hear of 
.any Christian protcst, fm cnd to end of thc OEmpaigu. 
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Yct I do hot wi,h to diguie the fact that both 
Christiansand non-Christians.hare the guilt of Gcrmany 
md Austria-Ihmgary. Thc rc«ti diffcrcncc I)clwce 
thc two bodics apl)ears whc we take a broadcr view 
of thc war, and (mly i this wty eau any gcwr«d 
i(lictnlcnt of Chritianity  formulttc(i. Importad 
s it is to detcrminc thc x.ponibility for this var. 
it is cven more important t« eoncci-c lhat thc war is 
the naturai outcomc of a sytcm whieh Eun)pc ought 
fo bave aiishcd agcs ago. k, arc hot far fr(.m 
thc timc whcn, in spitc of lhe ocial teachiug of 
Ihc Churchcs, cv('ry Christiau naIion maintaincd thc 
practicc of thc duel which thc Tcutonic natioas intro- 
(hmed foucen centurics ago. Aithough in Gcrmany 
th.. Christiac cicrgy havc hot the courage to assert 
thcir plain principlcs il opl)oition to thc Empcror' 
barkaric patronage of thc (tucl. the pcople of mot 
civiliscd countries m,w x'rd lhe duel as a crim(.. 
No onc who survcys thc whoic stre«tm of naoal dcvelop- 
m('nt tan doubt that a rime is coming whcn war, thc 
ducl of nations, will be rcgarded as an ifinitely gravcr 
crime. Thc day is surely over when sophists likc 
Tmitschke and caiious sol(licrs likc Bon, hardi couid 
sing the praises of war. Thc i)athctic pieturc drawn 
by out great novclist of a worlhlcss young lord lying 
at thc fcct of his opponcnt touchcd Eugland profomdi 
and imstcncd thc end of thc duel in this comtry. If 
England, if the civiliscd world, bc hOt cvcn more 
,lcepiy uched by thc dcscrii)tions we havc rcad, 
weck after weck, of tcns of thousands of bravcr aud 
morc innocent mcn lying i thcir bloed, of ail thc 
dcsolation and sorrow that havc OEcn brought on whoic 
kingdoms of Ètrope, one wiii bc almost tcmpd to 
dcspair of thc race. War is thc last and worst stain 
of barbarism on the escutchcon of civilisation. 
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Thc question of rca] in[crcst is, thcrcforc, thc 
historical (]mstion. Thosc of us who did hot forcscc 
this war mtil wc werc in thc very pClumbra of thc 
tragcdy cammt COlnl)lai that our Christian ncighbours 
did hot forcsec and l)rcv('lt it. Thosc of s who fecl 
that thc l)articilmtiol of ont country is just and 
ncccssary may, with no strain of ilnagilmtion, COlceive 
thc lnCn of othcr COmltrics cqmdly pcrsuading thcm- 
sc]vcs that thc action of thcir country is just and 
ncccssary. But from the (lay when wc awokc to 
adult ix, rception of thc lifc of thc world wc have bccla 
«qWal'C that thc cstablislmd systcm of scttling intcr- 
national quarrcls was barbaric and might in aly ycar 
h'ad to just such a cat«stl»phc. Itow contus it that 
smh a system has survivcd liftccn lumdrcd ycars of 
profound Christian influencc? Whatcvcr we may 
think of thc clcrgy of to-day, with the more powcrhd 
ch.rgy of ycstcrday wc llavc a grave rcekoning. The 
Ratiolmlist is a new thing in Europe. Thc very naine 
is little more tlmn a century old. and until a fcw dccades 
ago only a fcw thousalad would accel)t it. Not from 
such a lWW and strnggliug inovcmcnt do wc ask why 
this military systcm has donlilmtcd Europe for agcs 
«md has only in rceent tilucs becn seriously challengcd. 
During those agcs the Chïchcs sffcred laone but 
thcmsclvcs to prctend to a luoral inflUClCC over the 
lifc of thc nations, nor vcrc there inany bold and 
indcl)cndclt cnough to luakc thc claire. It is of the 
Clurehcs we k why this al)l)alling systcm has takcn 
smh dccp foot in thc life of Europe that it rcsists thc 
most dcvoted cfforts to cradicate it. It is hot this war. 
but war, that accuses thc Churehes. We arc cntanglcd 
in a system so widesl)rcad and so subtlc that, whcn a war 
oceurs, eaeh nation e-tn persuade itself that it is aeting 
on just grounds. It is the systcm which intcrcsLs us. 



CItAPTER Il 

CIIRISTIANITY AND WAR 

Tn day will corne whcn thc student of human 
development x'ill find war olle of the most rcmarkablc 
institutions that cvcr cntcrcd and quittcd history. 
('ivilisation took it over 1"o111 b,-trl)«lri.lll; barbarism 
from the savagc; thc savage ïmm thc bcast. So 
ve are aeeustomed to arguc, but wc mnst nmkc a 
singular rcservation. Thc lowest l)COlflCs of the human 
family, which scem fo rcprcscut primitive man, do 
not wagc war, and arc littlc addicted to violence. 
Thcy scem by somc process of natural selection to 
bave obtaincd thc social quality of pcacefuhmss and 
nmtnal aid. Thcrc was, in a sensc, a stage of primitive 
immcencc. As, howcvcr, thcsc primitive pcoplcs grew 
in numbers and wcrc organised iu tribcs, as thcy 
obtained collective posscssions--flocks and pastures 
and hunting grounds--they came into collision with 
each othcr, and ail thc old l)ugnacity of thc bcast 
awoke. Skill, and evcn fcrocity, in war bccamc a 
valuable social quality, and wc get thc stage of thc 
savage. Thc barbarian, or the nmn bctwcen savagery 
and civilisation, was still compellcd to fight for his 
possessions. IIe was usually surrounded by fiercc 
savage tribcs. The civilised man in turn was sur- 
rounded by savages and barbarians, and needed to 
fight. So through thousands of ycars of dcvelopment 
of moral sentiment and legal proccdure the prinfitive 
rncthod of the bcast bas been prcscrved. 
25 
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But I ara hot writing a history of warfarc, and 
nccd hot dcscribe thesc stages more closcly, or examine 
thc new sentiment of impcrialist expansion which 
gave civilisations a ïrcsh inccntivc to devclop mcthods 
of warfarc. Thc point of intcrcst is to dctcrnfinc at 
what stage it might havc bccn possiblc for thc moral 
cicmcnt to intcrvcnc and bid thc warriors, in thc namc 
of humanity, lay dowlt thcir arln : at what stage thc 
tribunal which mcn had set u 1) fo adjudicatc betwcen 
thc quarrcls of individuals luight ha*'e bccn eldargcd 
st» as to bc capable of arbitl'ating on thc quarr('ls of 
nations. 
Now this was plainly ilnpossiblc in thc early cent uries 
of thc prcscnt cra, and it is thclvforc foolish to ask why 
Pagan moralists did hot do what wc expcct Cristian 
moralists to havc donc. I havc alrcady mcntioncd, 
and have fully dcucribcd clscwhcrc, how humanitarian 
sentiments were gencrall.v diffuscd throughout thc old 
Grsceo-Roman world. Thcrc is hot a phrase of thc 
New Tcstanwnt which bas hOt a parallel anaong thc 
Jews, thc Egyptians, thc Grceks. and the Romans. 
Thc grcat fusion of peoplcs in thc Roman Enq)ire 
begot a ïccling of brothcrhood, and, by a natural 
rcaction on ycars of vice and violence, thcrc was a 
eonsidcrablc growth of loftv and tender, and often 
irnpracticablc, sentiments. Moralists urgcd mon to 
avoid anger, to bear blows with dignity, to greet 
ail mcn as brothcrs, cvcn to love thcir enemics. 
Plato and Epictctus and Plutarch and Scneca and 
Marcus Aurelius urgcd thesc maxims as forcibly as 
Christ did. Thc Stoic religion or philosophy, which 
guided Emperors and lawye, and had a very widc 
influence in the Ronron world, was intenscly and 
quite modernly hunmnitarian. Its principal expo- 
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ncnts condenmed slavcry and promo¢cd a rcmarkablc 
sprcad of phi]anthropy. 
It was, howcvcr, trot i)ossiblc for thc Sloics te 
condclnn war. Seille of lhe more al'dcnt all(i less 
1)racticai hunmnitaria.nx of [lc timc did this, but no 
alcrt Roman cifizcn coul(i advocatc thc abolition of 
the icgions. Thc Empire was complctcly surroundcd 
by barbarians who would rush in and tramplc on ils 
civilisation thc moment thc fClCC et spcars was rc- 
movcd. Frein thc turrcfcd wa.lls lit ihc ltor[h of 
Eng]and, xvhcre lllen wa[chc(i [ho Pic[s and Sco[s. 1o 
thc dcscrts of Mcsol)o[amia--froln thc banks of thc 
Danube and I{hine te ihc sl) of thc Atlas--it wa.s 
essential te nminta.in thosc I)ronzcd icgions who 
guardcd the civiliscd provinces frein nm.raudCrs. 
With those outlying barbarians no trcaty was possible 
or sacrcd; no lcgai tribmml would have protcctcd 
thosc fronticrs frein thc mon who looked eovctously 
on the fcrlile fiehls and comfortahh" eities of thc 
Roman provinces. Frein thc first te thc fourlh 
ccntury Reine fought, n,)t for its expansion, but 
for its preservation against lhese incrcasing elacmies ; 
and it was the final intcnsifieation of the pressure in 
the Dannbc region by the arrival of cnormous bordes 
of barbarians frein Asia whieh precipitated thc final 
catastrophe. Paganism had ncvcr thc slightcst oppor- 
tunity te abandon thc lnilitary systcm, and only thosc 
who arc total]y unacqttaintcd with Roman hislory can 
wonder why it did lier makc thc attcmpt. It would 
have been a crime te abandon thc civiliscd i)rovinces 
te barbarism. 
This was tfic csscnlial position of tire Roman 
Empire: the civil wars of thc fourth century, by 
which its military systcm was abuscd, necd llOt be 
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«onsidcrcd hcre. And (hc studcnt of history must 
rccognise with cqua] eandour that the ncw Christianity, 
which succeedcd Paganism in thc ïourth and fifth 
ccnturics, was cqually powerlcss to abolish warïare. 
Vlmt wc may justly blame is that thc triumphant 
Christianity of thc fourth ccntn- did hot mercly 
sanction thc usc of arms in dcïcnec of civilisation ; 
it cmploycd them in its own iutcrcst. The earlicr 
Christians had exa.pcrated thc Romans by rcïusing 
to bcar arms in thc service of thc Empire, plain as 
thc nccd was. To a s]ight cxtcnt this was due fo an 
aversion from thc shcdding of l)lood; for thc most 
part military service was rcfuscd bccause it was 
saturatcd with Pagan rites. Whcn thc Empire 
bcame Christian, this objection was rcmovcd, and 
thc Christians free]y cutered thc army. Unhappily, 
thc Christian body detcrioratcd with thc new prosperity 
and base instincts wcrc indflgcd. It is an undoubtcd 
historical ïact, rccorded by St. Jerome himsc]f, that 
thc election of Popc Damasus, lais friend and bcne- 
factor, was accompanicd by bloody and fatal riots. 
From undoubtcd historical sources wc know that thc 
('hristian mob compe]]cd the Prcfcct of Rome to fly 
from the city, and there is vcry serious cvidence (in a 
do«macnt written by two Roman pricsts) that Damasus 
cmployed thc swords and stavcs of his supporters to 
sccurc his position. Damasus and subscquent Popes 
then obtaincd or sanctioncd the use of the Roman 
soldiers for the suppression of heresy and schism and 
Paganism, and Christianity was installed by violence 
throughout the Empire. In the Eastcrn Roman 
Empire things were even worse. Violence bccame the 
customary device in the seetlfing religious quarrels 
of the rime, and, literally, tons of thousands lost their 
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livcs. Thc Byzan¢inc or (rcck Christianity cntcrcd 
upon a rccord of crimc and violcncc wh|ch disgraccd 
it for nmny centnrics. 
This develol)ment did hot augur well for the al)pli- 
cation of Christ|an principlcs to warfrc. V'e may, 
howcvcr, observe at once that for many ccntnrics 
the Roman Clmrch had hot thc slightest chance of 
cstab]ishing 1)cace in Europc. Thc dcstrnction of thc 
Roman Empirc and disbanding of its armics nmdc an 
cntircly new situation in Italy. Thc Popcs wcrc. for 
thc most part, good mon, but thcy (lid hot drcalu at 
that timc of controlling thc counscls of kings and 
dictating affairs of Statc. Evcn thc story of Pope 
Lco thc Great ovcrawing thc King of thc Ihms, Attila, 
and turning his army away from Ita]y, is a mcrc 
]cgend of mcdicval writcrs, md is at varimmc with 
the nearcr authoritics. Thc lorthcrn tri|)cs them- 
seIves vere to a great extent, and for sonlc çcnturics, 
of thc Arian faith, and took no advice ïrom Romc. 
In a word, it would bc stupid to expcct Christ|an 
leadcrs of the early Midd]c Agcs to press thc cause of 
peacc. Thc northcrn pcoplcs, who would in timc form 
the nations of Europc, wcre cssential]y violent and 
warlike, and would havc recognised no pacific counsc]s 
in that impcrfect stage of thcir rcligions dcvclopmcnt. 
"Vhcrc the historian may and must ccnsure thc 
Chureh is in its adoption of militarism for its 
purposes. Pope Gregory the Great round Italy il a 
chaotic and pitiful condition, and no doubt hc actcd, 
on thc whole, rightly in organising its military dcfencc. 
Thc more serions circmnstancc was that he bcgan to 
rcccive immense estatcs, as gifts or legacies, in ail 
parts of Italy as the propcrty of the Roman Curch, 
and from that rime eithcr a Papal army or the eml)loy- 
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lncnt of thc :trmy of some fricudlv mouarch was 
nccessary in ordcr to protcct tbcse estatcs. IIitb 
tbc confirmation and consolidation of thesc (.statcs 
into a kingdom undcr CbarlcnmRm in thc niuth 
eentury lc Papacy coml)letcd its moral aberration. 
Most of ihc Pol)cs werc still meu of ood character, 
and thcy no doubt pcrsuadcd thcmsclvcs tbat. siuce 
thc income of thcsc estatcs was nccdcd for thc fulfii- 
ment of thcir spiritual task, it was proper to dcfcnd 
thcm by thc sword. But casuistry of this kind bas 
noyer l)rospcrcd indcfinitcly, aud fcw historiaus will 
doubt that this temporal dcvclopncnt led directly 
to that dcgrad«dion of thc Papacy wbich rcndered it 
unfit to cxcrcisc moral influence on Europe. The 
Papacy bccamc a priucedom to attract thc covcous 
and thc ambitious, and tbe line of Popes sank so low 
by thc tcuth ccutury that the grossest characters 
werc able to occupy thc chair of Pctcr at a rime when 
the nations of Europe were sufficicntly advanccd to 
be ssccptible of a siuccrc moral influence. Tbc 
record of the Papacy, from tbc nintb centul T to the 
ninctccnth, contaius ou almost cvcry page a bloody 
struglc for tbc temporal povcr. Tbe most religious 
and most eminent of tbe Popes, such as Gregory Vil 
and hmocent III, wcre the most prompt to set in 
motiou tbe nmcbiuery of war in dcfence of thcir 
tcrritorics or i pmihment of rcbcls agaiust their 
authority. Not oue of thcm was in a position fo bid 
kings disband thcir armics, or over dreamed of en- 
joining thcm to do more thau observe a few days' truce 
or kcep tbeir swords from each other in order to save 
them for the eommon euemv of Cbristendom. 
It xvould be useless to speculate about the date when 
the nexv nations of Europe had become suiïïciently 
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civilised to hcar a gospel of peaec. The idea of SUl»er- 
scding thc military systcm of Erope by a juridical 
systcm occurrcd to no Christian k.adcr, and thereforc 
we need hot considcr what prospcct it might bave had 
of realisation. Thc Christial gospel of lneckucss had 
bccomc a mockcry : evcu thc gvat abbcys, in which 
the gcntlcr and more rcligious wcrc supposcd to be 
immurcd, had their troops, and abbots and bishops, 
and vcry oftcn Papal Lc¢tcs, appcarcd at the hcad 
of armics. Two Popcs, 3olm X and Julius II. marchcd 
thcmselvcs at thc head of thcir troops. Cal'dinals 
had thcir suites of swordsmcn, and thc castlcs of thc 
Roman aristocracy were at rimes strong fortilications 
fmm which war of thc most fcroeious and unscrul)U]ots 
charactcr was wagcd. Cri.tcndom was stccpcd in 
violcncc ; only a gcntlc saint or bishop hcrc and thcre 
caught a futile vision of a world of l)cacc. Evcry nmu 
was armcd against possiblc troublc with his )cighbour ; 
evcry noblc bad his rctaincrs and kcl)t thcm wcll 
cxcrciscd; evcry ])rincc was free, as far as thc sl)iritual 
authorities wcrc couccrncd, to covct and bloodily 
cxact thc lands of his ncighbour. Thc noblc, of cither 
sex, found suprcmc dclight in jousts which thc modcrn 
sentimcnt find. as inhunmu as a sordid quarr(.l of 
41)acbes over a mistrcss; thc pc,xants fouud a corrc- 
sl)onding plcasure in thc play of quartcr-stavcs or the 
combats of dogs and cocks. 
It is, as I said, little use to spcculatc about the 
chanccs of a gospcl of humanity in such a world. Thc 
ovcrwhclming majority of pricsts and prclatcs ruade 
no cffort whatevcr to rcstrain the prcvailing violcnce. 
Thc e]cmentary duty of any profound moral agcncy 
was to protest without ccasing, cvcn if thc |)rotcst was 
mmvailing. It is hot at ail clcar that it would bave 
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becn unavailing. The powcr of the Popcs was beyond 
that of any othcr hierarchy known to history, and at 
lcast [hc moral education of Europe would have pro- 
cccdcd lcss slowly, and war would havc becn abolished 
ccnturies ago, if thcrc had bccn any scrious, collectivc, 
and authorita[ivc cnforccment of ('hristian l)rinciples. 
The'e was hot, and to this silcncc of the clcrgy during 
thosc long ages of their powcr wc owc thc maintcnanee 
in Europe to-day of thc r«gimc of violence. They 
wcrc so far from cnjoying moral insl)iration in this 
respcct that thcy 'crc amongst [he first [o blcss thc 
banncrs and swcll [hc coffcrs of an aggrcssivc monarch, 
and [hcy gave [hc mili[ary systcm a final consecration by 
cmploying it r«pcatcdl), in thc intcr«sts of thc Church. 
Ail that onc can l)lcad in mitigation of this deep 
historical censure of thc medicval Church is [hat the 
fronticrs of Chris[cndom w«rc for cen[urics threatened 
by [hc Tnrk and thc Saraccn. The old need of l)ro- 
tccting civilisation by arms had ahuost disal)pcarcd. 
Fcw and fceblc pcol)lcs rcmained ou[side [he range 
of t'hristian civilisation after [he tcnh cen[ury. 
Armics were maintained only in thc intcrcst of eriminal 
ambition or for thc scttlemcnt of disputcs which ought 
[o havc bcen submitted [o j(dges. The menace of 
thc Turk, with his hostilc rcligion, was, of eoursc, a 
just ground for armamcns, but a ïew nations gcner- 
ally bore thc wholc brunt of his onset. Whatever 
religious fecling may makc of the great Crusadcs, 
which drcw to the east armies ïrom ail parts of Europc, 
sceular history nmst dismiss thcm as appalling blunders. 
Thc few advantages they brought to European culture 
cannot seriously be weighed against thc terrible 
sacrifice of lires and thc even more terrible consecration 
of militarism. In a word, thc menace of the Turk 
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eould havc becn tact admirably by such au arrangc- 
mcnt as we arc advocating in Europc to-day: the 
maintcnancc of a small force by cach nation for 
commou action, undcr thc dircctiou of a SUl)rcmc lcgal 
tribuual, against uatious ,vhich would not obcy thc 
eommou law of l)cacc. But wc nced not seriously 
discuss thc iuflucncc of thc Tark ou thc systcm. Thc 
last phascs of the strugglc, whcn thc sclfish nations 
and the ambitious Pal)acy spcnt thcir timc in idlc 
mutual recrimination an(l lcft thc Ilungariaus and 
Poles to do ail thc work, justify us in dismissiug that 
clcnmnt. Kings and rel)ublics maintaiucd armics for 
purcly sclfisb purposcs, for brutal aggrcssiou aud 
dcfcacc against aggrcssors ; and hot a prclatc lu Europc 
had any moral rcpugnancc to thc systcm, or vcnturcd 
to condcnm it, CSl)CCially as thc Church uscd thc SalUC 
agcncy in defcncc of its owu tcmporal intcrcsts. 
With the dcvclol)mcut of the Papal powcr aud thc 
advancc of he pcol)lcs of Europc thc opportunity of 
pcacc becanm grcatcr, but thc spiritual authority 
plcdged itsclf luorc and morc dccply to thc military 
systcm. Thc Popcs aspircd--as Grcgory VII and 
Innoccut III rcpcatcdly statc--to control thc tcmporal 
as well as thc spiritnal affairs of Europc, to transfer 
crowns whcn thcy thought fit, to dircct iuvasions and 
military cxpcditions against any who questioned thcir 
authority. Hildebrand boasts (Ep. vii, 28) that, when 
William of Nornmudy scut envoys to ask Popc 
Alexandcr to sanction his unscrupulous invasion of 
England, and the Papal Court was itself too sensible 
of the enormity to give its sanction, he (Hildcbrand) 
overbore the wavering Pope and forced him to bless 
thc enterprise ; and, whcn hc had in his turn mounted 
the Papal throne, he vehemently claimoEl that his 
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action had ruade E.,,,']and a fief for ever of the Holy 
Sec! Gregory VII «tnd hmocent III arc the two 
greatcst and naost sincereiv rcligious of the mcdieval 
P«q)cs, and they eara'ied tht' power of the Papacy to a 
height which excites thc amazelnent of the modcrn 
historian. But thcy were at thc sane rime the most 
milita.nt of the Popes, and on thc lcast provocatiol) 
they set rnaiescven the m()st I)«trbaric and fero¢ious 
tro(])s in Ewopein notion to earry ont their imperial 
conmmn(ls. Tht'y arrogzted thc power of dcposing 
nonarehs, and tins elcouraged civil war and the 
ambitions (»f nt'ighi»owing kings. 
The fise of heoesy and of protests against thc cor- 
rq)tion of the Pa.pacy was «u,other very grave pretext 
of tht' Church to SII])])OI'[ file military system. In thc 
day of Grcgory VII  body of Puritans knovn as the 
Patalni spread ()vcr thc north of Italy, and Home 
(.neotrad a fcw sohlicrs fo ]ead armed lnobs against 
them and drovn their idealism i, biood. Innocent III 
bas a more terrible stima «»n his record. The Aibi- 
nsians, an early tyl)t' (,f P'»testants, were spreading 
in thc south of France, ad the Pope sanctioned a 
" crnsa(ie 'all exi)cdition, htrgely, of Ioote and 
cnt-throatsagainst thelu fl'on ail pa'ts of France. 
The al)palli»g dcceit l)raetised by the Papal Legatc 
and sanetione(! by thc Poi)e , the ferocity of the eam- 
pai, and the desolation brought Ol oue of the 
happiest and most i)rosi)erous provinces of France, 
may bc rcad iii any history of thc thieenth eentury. 
Tens of thousands of lnen, wolneu, and ehiidren were 
savagely pt  dcat]l. And this was only the begin- 
ning of the Papal -ar Ol heresy, which from the 
thirteenth century nevcr eead to spring llp in Europe 
until it won its fight of eitinship in the Refornaatioa. 
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Evcn more vchcmcntly vas war nrgcd against thc 
Moors, thcn the most civiliscd people in Europe. 
In face of this notorious history of Europe during 
Che long course of thc Middlc Ages it is now usual for 
Catholic apologists to p|cad that thc blood of the 
barbarian s¢ill flowed in ehc vcins of the Cristian 
nations and mcn werc hot yct prcparcd to liseen ¢o 
Che message of pcacc. This plca cannot for a moment 
bc admitted in cx¢cnuation of ehc Church's guilt. 
Thc clergy had thcmsclves no conccp[ion of thc 
criminality of war, and did hot fisc abovc thc nmral 
lcve] of thcir agc. IIcre and thcrc a saint or a prclatc 
raiscd a ïccblc voicc ag,qinst thc violcncc oï mcn, but 
we do hot cstimatc an instiention by thc words of an 
occasional member, cspccially if ¢lmy arc at variancc 
with thc official conduct and ¢lm gcneral sentiment. 
On thc othcr hand, to boast that thc clcrgy at rimes 
cnforccd a temporary cessation of fighting (the " Truce 
oï God ") only incrcascs our apprcciation of their 
guilt. The mcn who cnforced that Trucc gave prooî 
at once of thcir power an(l of thcir perccp¢iol of thc 
un-Cristian nature of warfarc. Bnt thcy wcrc un- 
willing to condcmn oueright a machinery which tlmy 
might cmploy at any moment in dcfcnce or advancc- 
ment of their own interests. Had the C]mreh been a 
serious moral influence in Enr«)pe, had it been trne to 
the message in virtue of which it had o-rown rich and 
poverful, it wottld bave protested unceasingly against 
this reign of violence. It was hot a great moral 
influence. The grossness and illiteracy of the people, 
the appalling immorality of the clergy and monks and 
nuns, and this almost cntire faihlre to apply Christian 
or ordinary hnman principles to the worst feature of 
the life of Europe, are terrible offsets to the little good 
. 13 
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it achieved. Europe was steadily educated and 
cncouraged, century aftcr century, in thc shedding 
of blood. 
The Protestant is at rimes disposcd to dismiss the 
wholc sordid story with thc remark that this Roman 
Clmrch was not Christianity at ail. He contrives to 
overlook the serious diflïculty that, if thc Roman 
Church did not represcnt Christianity from the sixth 
century to the sixtccnth, there was, contrary to the 
promise of Christ, no Christianity in Europe for a 
thousand years ; and hc surrenders ail the wonderful 
art of the Middle Ages (as hc ought) to entirely non- 
Christian forces. That, howcver, does hot concern 
me here. Thc slightest rccollection of history would 
warn the Protestant that thc Reformation brought no 
improvcment whatevcr, as far as this reign of violence 
is concerned. The forces set up by the Reformation 
and the Cotmter-Ileformation fought each other for 
some dccades with the comparatively peaceful weapons 
of mutual abuse and heated argument. Vhen it wa 
perceived that these xveapons werc of no avail, there 
was the cnstomary appeal to the sword. In the 
historical documents which tell the lire of Popc Patd IV 
we see the Papacy and the Jesuits urging thc Catholic 
princes to lead out their armies. Heresy was to be 
extinguished in blood; and, secing hoxv many millions 
in thc north had by that timc embraccd the heresy, 
thcre can havc been no illusion as to the magnitude 
of the oceans of blood that would be reqtfired to drowu 
it. So Europe entered upon the horrors of the Thirty 
Years' Var (1618-1648), which put back the civilisation 
of Germany for more than a hundred yeal and utterly 
ruined some of the small principalities. Thc popula- 
tion of Bohemia alone fell from three millions to less 
than a million. Nearly every nation in Europe was 
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involved, and the war was conductcd with all thc 
brutality of thc older medicval warfare. 
Tbe fact that political as wcll as religious ambitions 
werc engaged in thc Thirty Ycars' War does hot affcct 
my argument. In so far as rcligious sentiment was 
responsible--and it will hardly bc qucstioued that it 
had a large sha in the Thirty Years' War--xve find a 
fresh consccration by Christianity itsclf of thc use of 
the sword. But thc main point wc bave to consider 
i that the new spiritual authorities xcre no morc 
inclined than thc old to d¢clarc that warfarc was 
opposed to Christian principlcs. Thc last thrce 
ccnturies havc bcen as full of aggrcssive war as the 
thrce centurics which preceded, but thcrc was no 
protest by Christian nfinistcrs eithcr iii Protestant 
England and Scandinavia or iii Catholic Fraucc and 
Austria. If was the period when the modern Powers 
of Europe wcrc building up their vast dominions, and 
no onc who is acquaintcd with thc story tan have any 
illusion as to thc application to that process of what 
are now describcd as clcar Christian principles. 
This is prccisely the plaint of modcrn Gcrmany. 
We seek, they say, to do mercly what Eugland and 
France--it were indiscreet to mention Austria did in 
the sevellteenth and eighteenth eenturies. They were 
vigorous peoples with an impulsc to expand and to 
extend their civilisation over backward lands. They 
appealed solely to tbc right of the swoïd, and ail thc 
Christian authorities in Europc--thc bishops of William 
and of Anne, the bishops of Louis XIV, the bishops of 
Peter the Great--had llO a singlc syllable to say 
against the right of thc sword. The various branches 
of the Christian Church were at that rime singdarly 
unanimous in accommodating thcir principles to im- 
pcrialist and aggressive warfare. 1Yow that you have 
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obtained all that you need--the aggrieved Teuton says 
--now that I in turn would expand and colonise, you 
diseover that this imperialist aggression is supremely 
opposed to Christian prineiples. 
011 some sueh meditations, in part, the German 
bases his conviction of the hypoerisy and perfidy of 
the English eharaetcr. I[e is, of course, entirely 
wrong. A real change has taken place in the moral 
sentiment of this country; a change so real that 
when, in Sonth Afriea, the nation entered upon a 
war whieh many regarded as aggressive and merely 
aequisitive, there was a very widespread revoit. The 
eynie might genially observe that itis hot diffieult to 
retire from evil-doing and eultivate lofty prineiples 
when your fortune has bcen ruade, but itis important 
to realise this change and understand its signifieanee. 
There is, no doubt, a sound human elemcnt in the 
eynie's observation. It i8 easier to reeognise moral 
prineiple when the period of temptation is over. Every 
thoughtful and httmane Englishman will make allow- 
ance for the less fortnnatc position of Germany, and 
not îoolishly pridc himsclf on his own supcriority of 
character. The îact remains, however, that there bas 
been a rcal moral improvement in England and France, 
and it would now be impossible for those nations to 
enter upon the aggressive and nakedly ambitious wars 
which they werc accustomcd to undertake before the 
nincteenth century. We have a genuine abhorrence 
of the " lust for land " which has impelled Germany to 
plunge Europe into war. :But until a century or two 
ago that lust for land was considered a letimate 
appetite in Europe, and the clergy crowded with the 
people to greet the warriors who came home with the 
news that they had added, by the sword, one more 
province to ont sprcading Empire. 
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That this change of hcart is not mcrcly a ïccling 
that ve have no further need of aggression, and would 
ourselves surfer by the aggression of others, couhl 
easily be provcd, if it werc ncccssary. In thc samc 
pcriod of changc we abolished thc duel, and there 
was no matcrial advantage in discovcring the im- 
morality of thc duel. Wc abolished dog-fighting, 
cock-fighting, bull-baiting, and othcr brutalising 
spectacles. We undertook a reïorm of our industrial 
and penal systcms which, howcver imperïect it be, was 
vcry considcrable in itselî, and was inspired solely by 
motives oï humanity. There was a general and marked 
improvcment of lmblic sentiment, and it is as part of 
this improvemcnt that we now lind a nnivcrsal con- 
demnation of aggressive war and a widespread demand 
for the entirc abolition of war. Thc construction of 
English history and Euglish eharacter on the lines of 
Sir. G. B. Shaw may bc cntcrtaining, and may save 
considerablc trouble of rcsearch, but it does not con- 
duce to sound judgmcnt. The laments of social pes- 
simists and of certaix rcligious controversialists are 
never supported by accurate knowlcdge. Evcry social 
historian who gives evidence of knowing the evils of the 
England of a century ago as well as the England of to- 
day admits that there bas been a great moral advance. 
I will examine in thc next chapter certain comments 
of religious writers and spcakers on this advance. 
Here I wish to dcterminc the facts with some clear- 
ness. It bas not bccn necessary for me to discuss the 
medieval and thc early nmdern period with any fullness. 
Therc is no dispute about the fcatures of those periods. 
They were ages of violence, of iucessant and fran -kly 
aggressive war, of unrestrained ambition. The smallest 
pretext sufficed for a monarch, if his forces and finances 
were in order, to invadc his ncighbour's tcrritory and 
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annex as much of it as he codd hold by the sword. 
Frederic thc Grcat and Napoleon did hot introduce 
new idcas into Europe; they attempted to revive 
medieval ideas in a changing world. Austria in its 
annexation of Bosnia and Herzegovina, Germany in its 
ambition to annex Belgium and the colonies which 
othcr Powers havc laboriously cultivated, are following 
thcir examplc. They are not inventing new forms of 
criminality; they are not returning to Pagan ideals : 
thcy are reverting mcrely to idcals which were acceptcd 
throughout Europe for more than a thousand year. 
In the more brutal features of war to which they ha-ce 
desccndcd thcy are even more emphatically rcverting 
to the Middlc Ages. Thc Romans did not commit 
such outrages at the command of educated ofiïcers. 
Medieval Christians did : the record of Papal warfare, 
down to the " Massacre of Perugia " in 1859, is as 
deeply stained as any by thcse abominable mcthods. 
My furthcr point, that the Cristian Curch or 
Curches ruade no serious rcsistance to thc prevailing 
brutality, is just as casy to establish. It is a sheer 
travesty of argument to put forward the gentle ex- 
hortations of a Francis of Assisi as characteristic of 
thc Christian Curch whcn the Pope of the rime, one 
of the most powerful and conscientious Popes of all 
rime, Innocent III, was threatening or directing the 
movcments of ferocious arlnics all over Europe. Most 
assuredly there were among the numbers of fine 
characters who appcared in Cristendom in thc course 
of a thousand years lnany who dceply resented the 
prevailing violence. But 'hen ve spcak of the 
Church, we speak of its official action and its predomi- 
nant sentiment. Thc official action of the Popes was, 
during ail that period, to make the samc use as any 
terrestrial monarch of the serxdce of soldiers ; they 
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failed, from Gregory the Great fo Pius X, fo recognise 
one of the supremc moral needs of Europe. The 
bishops of the (hurch of England and Che hcads of 
the Lutheran and Calvinistic (hurches did not prove 
to bave any sounder moral inspiration in this respect. 
It was lcft to dcspiscd bodics like the Friends, who 
were hardly rccogniscd as Christians, and to rare 
individuals to protcst against the systcm which bas 
brought such appalling evil on Europe. 
In the ninctccnth cent(ry thc moral sentiment of 
Europe began to advance morc rapidly tban it had 
previously donc, and the idca of substitu¢ing arbitra- 
tion for war bcgan to sprcad. Thc history of this 
reform has not yet been writtcn, as far as I can dis- 
cover, but it is hardly likcly that any will be bold 
cnough to suggest that ttm idca was due to (hristianity. 
After the Napolconic wars, at lcast, Europe was ripe 
for such a rcform. I do not mean that public feeling 
in Europe was prcparcd for thc idca. It would have 
met with a very considerable dcgree of resistance, and 
would bave generally been conccivcd as the dream of 
an amiable fanatic. Such resistance malcs the duty 
of ttm moralist or tte reformer ail ttm more pressing, 
and it is mercly amazing to hcar the earlicr Christian 
clcrgy cxoneratcd on thc ground that the wor]d was 
hot prcpared to receive a message of peace from them. 
They did not try the experimcnt bccause it did not 
occur to them, or because t|my were too closcly de- 
pendent on ttm monarchs of the carth to question 
the visdom of thcir arrangements. Europe was, in 
point of fact, quite ripe for the changc in the second 
dccadc of the nineteenth ccntury, and thcre wod 
assuredly be no war to-day if the (hurctms had had 
the moral inspiration and thc moral courage fo insist 
on it.- The frontiers of tbe nations were (exccpt in 
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thc case of Italy and Poland) dcfined ,vith a fair show 
of justice, and thc timc had corne to disband armies 
and submit any future quarrcl to arbitration : to 
rctain only a small standing army in each country 
for thc dcfcnce of its colonial fronticrs against tribes 
which do hot respect arbitration, or for the cnforce- 
ment of thc decisions of thc central tribunal. The 
conditions ,verc almost as favourable for such a change 
in 1816 as thcy arc to-day, or will bc in 1916, and it 
is anothcr grave point in thc indictlncnt of Christianitv 
that it had no inspiration to dcmand that change. 
Thc bishops of England no lcss than the bishops of 
Rome wcrc dccply concerncd about the rise of dcmo- 
cracy and thc spread of unbclief, and thcy joined with 
the monarchs in cnforcing a systcm of violent repres- 
sion. For the larger and more real need of Europe 
thcy had no fecling whatçvcr, and militarism entercd 
upon its last and most terrible phase : the stage of 
national armics and of mcans of destruction prcparcd 
with ail thc fcarfui skili of modern science. 
As the ninctccnth ccntury procecded, humanitarian- 
ism attained clcarcr conceptions and more articulate 
speech. The schcmc of substituting lcgal proccdure 
for military violence was dcfinitcly put bcïorc the 
world. It is not necessary, and would be diffic(flt, to 
trace the earlicst developments of this idca. On the 
one hand, I find no claire that it was put forward by 
rcprescntativcs of Christianity; on the other lmnd, 
literary rescarch among thc records of the early 
Rationa]ist movemcnts in this country has shown me 
that thc idca ,vas familiar and wclcomc amongst them. 
No doubt the aversion of the Fricnds from bloodshed 
had somc influence, and we find rcprcscntatives of 
that noble-minded Society active in more than one of 
the early rcform-movemcnts. But, as far as I tan 
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discover, it was Robert Owcn who first dcfinitcly 
advanccd thc idca of substituting arbitration for war, 
and it was repeatedly discusscd among thc " Rational 
Religion " Societies--which werc hot at all l¢ligious-- 
that he ïoundcd or insl)ircd in various parts of thc 
country. Thc immcnsc influcncc which he obtaincd 
in the thirtics and ïortics enablcd him to direct l»l)lic 
attention to the rcform. 
This early history is, howcvcr, as yct vaguc and 
unstudicd, nor do we necd to cntcr hto any mgenerous 
strngglc about prority. It is cuough that thc idealist 
schcmc was wcll known tu England long bcforc the 
middlc of the ninctccnth ccnCury. Did thc Cristan 
Churchcs adopt and cnforcc it ? Içre, at least, no 
minute rcsearch is necdcd. The" Christinn bodics 
failed lamcntably and totally (al)art from thc hetcrodox 
Friends) even to rccognisc thc moral and humanc 
grcatncss of the idca whcn it was dcfintcly prcsentcd 
fo thcm. It is only in the last fcw years that a Peace 
Sunday has--at thc suggcstion of lay associations-- 
bcen adoptcd in the clmrchcs and chapcls of Englad. 
It is only in quite reccnt rimes that bishops and 
ministers bave stood on pcacc-platforns and advocated 
the reïorm. And evcn to-day, whcn pcacc associations 
ïounded by laymcn bave becn cndcavouring for dccadcs 
to educate the country, no I)ranch of the Christian 
Church bas oflïcally and collectively decreed that 
Christian principles enjoin thc rcïorm; no Pope or 
Archbishop or Church Council has suppooEcd it with 
a stcrn and official injunction that Christian and 
moral prhcplc demands that ail thc mcmhcrs of the 
particular Church shall subscribe to and work for thc 
refonn. Even at this elcvcnth hour, whcn the issue 
of peace or war conïronts thc whole of mankid, onc 
notices hesitation, rcservc, ambigùty. During the 
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fateful years bctwcen 1900 and 1914, when the nations 
vere, in the eyes of all, prcparing the most appalling 
armaments evcr known in history, whcn men wcre 
speaking frcely ail ovcr Europe of "' the next var " 
and thc terrific dimensions which modern science and 
nmdcrn allianccs would give toit, the various branches 
of the Christian Church adhcrcd to their ancient and 
futiIc practice of preaching general principles (as far 
as national conduct is concerncd), and had little 
practical influcncc on the dcvelopment. 
I ara not unawarc of thc small movements among 
the clcrgy for cultivating intcnational clerical friend- 
ship, or of thc extent to which individual clergymen 
have co-operatcd in the various arbitration movements. 
That is only a feeblc discharge of a small part of their 
duty. Had Leo XIII or Plus X issued a plain and 
explicit Encyclical on the subject, and directed his 
vast international organisation of clergy to labour 
wholcheartedly for its realisation, who can estimate 
what the resdt would have been ? IIad the elergy 
of Germany issued a sten and collective denunciation 
of the Pan-Gcrman and Imperialist literature which 
vas instilling poison into every village of the country, 
can ve supposc that it vould have been without avail ? 
IIad thc Archbishops and Bishops of England, and the 
leaders of thc Free Churches, definitely instructed thcir 
people that thc pacist ideal was not merely in accord 
with Christian principles, but was one of thc most 
urgent and beneficent rcforms of out rime, would the 
English people have passed as inobservantly as it did 
through the rive years of preparation for a great war ? 
It is no part of my plan to analyse this deplorable 
failure of the Churches as moral agencies. The ex- 
planation would be complex, and is nov superfluous. 
The clergy wcre, likc the nmjority of thcir fellows, 
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obscsscd by thc military systcm and unablc to rcalisc 
thc possibility of a change. In part they werc dcludcd 
by thc catch-words of snpcrficial literaturc. Thcy 
had an idca that wc wcrc asking England to lowcr its 
armmncnt whilc thc rcst of thc world incrcascd its 
armamcnt. Thcy muttcrcd that "thc rime was hot 
ripe," hot rcalising that it was thcir busincss to make 
it riie. Thcy had bccn accustomcd for agcs to ircach- 
ing a purely individualist morality, and thcy fclt ill 
at case in thc largcr social applications of moral 
principlc which out agc rcgards as more important. 
Thcy fcarcd to offcnd military supportcrs, and did 
hot rcalisc that ont may cntircly honour thc soldicr 
as long as thc military systcm lasts, yct rcscnt the 
systcm. Thcy Ïclt that this new movcmcnt was 
suspiciously hnilcd by Socialists, and that to dcnouncc 
armics had an air of politics about it. Thcy wcrc 
pcculiarly wcddcd to tradition, on account of thc vcry 
naturc thcy claimcd for thcir traditions, and thcy 
instinctively fclt that to dcnouncc war would bc to 
attcmpt to improvc, hot mercly on thcir predcccssors, 
but on thc Old and thc Ncw Tcstamcnts. Thcy soIaccd 
thcmsclvcs with thc thought that unncccssary violence 
was condcmncd in thcir gcneral tcaching, and that, 
if it evcntually transpircd that war was unncccssary, 
they could point out once more the all-embracing 
character of the Christian cthic. In fine, they vere 
for the greater part, like the greater part of their 
Iellows, mentally indolent and indisposed to think out 
or fight for a new idea. 
Whatever the explanation, the fact remains. By 
the tenth century Christianity vas fully organised, 
and ail the peoples of Europe were Christian; by the 
thirteenth ccntury the pover of the Church vas enor- 
mous and the nations of Europe vere settlcd and 
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civilised. But ncithcr thcn nor at any latcr pcriod 
did Christianity perccivc the crime and stupidity of 
thc prevailing systcm. The perception is even noxv 
only faint and partial. Itis this long tolcration of the 
military system, the thousand-ycar silence on xvhat is 
IIO,V aeelaimcd as one of lhe greatest applicalions of 
Christian principlc, that one finds it diflicult or im- 
possible to forgivc. The zcal of some of the modern 
dcrgy is open to a certain not unnatural suspicion : 
in view of thcir shrinking authority and lhc growing 
indiffcrcnce of the wodd to dogma and ritual, they 
havc bccn forccd to takc up thesc ncw and larger idcas 
of our lime. 
Evcn if ont lays asidc thai snspicion, and in many 
cases itis quitc mjust, the clcrgy mtt realise that 
thc indictment of Christianity is grave, and is almost 
unatonable. Thosc thousand ycars of conflict, during 
which they sanctioned cvcry variety of war and 
initiated many wars in thcir own interest, havc given 
thc military systcm sucb foot in thc hearts of mon 
that it will requirc a supreme and prolonged effort to 
destroy it. The proverbial visitor from Mars would 
hot be so much amazed at any feature of out lire as 
at this retention anfid a grcat civilisation of the 
barbarie mcthod of scttling international differences. 
He would ask in astonishment how an intelligent and 
gcncrally humane race, a race which raises homes for 
stray cats atd agcd horses, could cling to a system 
which, on infallible cxperiencc, phmges one or more 
countries in thc deepcst suffcring every few years. 
Ho would learn that thcrc has not been a war in 
Europe for a hundred years the initial cause of which 
would not have been better appreciated and adjudi- 
cated on by a body of impartial la3ers ; and that, if 
the quarrels had thus bccn submitted o arbitration, 
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wc should have saved (including the annual military 
expcnditure and thc cost of the present war) some 
three million livcs and more than £15,000,000,000 
since thc end of thc Napolconic wars. In answer to 
the anmzemcnt of this imaginary critic, we couhl 
reply only that Europe bas grown to rcgard thc 
military systcm as so pcrnmncnt and unquestioned 
an institution o[ our civilisation that it simply cannot 
imagine the abolition o[ that system. 
For this ineapaeity, this widesprcad inertia, Ihis 
bhmdering idea that there is some serious intrinsic 
diflietdty in the matter, the Churches are rcsponsible. 
If they had direetcd to war the smallest particle of 
the ardent rhetorie they have poured on disbelief 
dogmas whieh they are to-day abandoning, the public 
mind would have awakcned long ago. There is no 
intrinsic difficMty in substituting arbitration for war. 
There are teehnieal diffiedties whieh the great lawyers 
and stateslnen of the peaee-movement bave given 
anaple promise of surmounting, but the ovcrwhelming 
obstacle is merely this--the peoples of Europe do hot 
insist on the reform. Of ail the large problems whieh 
conîront the modern lnind Ihis is ineomparably the 
simplest. Ve are hopelessly divided as to the nature 
of the remedy for most of out social ills. Itere the 
renledy is aeklmwledged : the plan has been elaborated 
almost in entirety : the international tribunal alrcady 
exists, and awaits only its executive, whieh the nations 
of Europe could supply to-morrow. It is the will, Ihe 
demand, that is wanting. For that laek we charge 
the utter failure of the Churehes during the ag('s oï 
their power to enuneiate a plain moral lesson, and 
their positive encouragement of an evil system. That 
is the real indietment. It afïeets the Christian Chureh 
in every nation. 



CHAPTER III 
THE APOLOGIES OF THE CLERG$  
ANY pcrson who carcs to read thc rcports or 
uttcrances or out clcrgy in the currcnt religious pcriod- 
icals will rccognisc that thcy arc painhdly conscious 
of thc reproach which this war implics. Onc con- 
stantly finds thcm rcpeating that iu this ycar of 
tragedy " Christianity has failcd " and " the gospel 
h, broken in out hands." It had bccu thcir boast 
that Christianity had civiliscd Erope, and nonc oI 
them has the audacity or indccency to daim, as somc 
writcrs havc done, that such a war is in harmony with 
thc priuciples and idcals or civilisation. Thcy havc 
prcachcd brothcrhood and peace, mtd thc greatcr 
part of Christendom is engaged in a strife of the most 
terrible nature. It is hOt a struggle of Christian and 
infidcl; it is a strugglc of Christian and Christian, 
and one or scveral of the Christian nations involved 
are guilty of a crime greater iu magnitude tlmn ail 
the murders in Europe during a decade. Above ail 
patriotism, above ail immediate anxiety, above ail 
argumentation about responsibility, this grim fact 
stands out and reproaches them : after fifteen htmdred 
years of Christian prcaching Europe is locked ha the 
bloodiest struggle of ail rime. 
During the last fiïty or hundred years the dergy 
have developed some expertness in making apologies. 
They have lived in a world of anxious questions and 
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hcated charges, and a spccial dcpartmcnt callcd 
Apologctics has becn addcd to thcology. They arc, 
itis truc, sorcly perplcxcd, dividcd ha cotmscl, uneasy 
as to thcir proccdure. Some would ignore thc pcrti- 
nacious outsidcr and persuade thcir follovers tiret he is 
ncgligible ; othcrs would sustain an energctic campaign 
against him. Some wodd opcnly and cmdidly meet 
the questions of thcir followcrs; othcrs would prcïer 
not to tuascttlc thc large numbcr vho never ask qv.es- 
tions. At thc prcscnt juncturc it is impossible to be 
vholly silet. Some of thc clergy, it scerns--I lcam 
this from thc rccordcd worcks of cminent prcachcrs-- 
wish to ignore the war and go on with thcir business 
as usual. But lhc majority fcel that such a proccdure 
is dangcrous. Tlfis violent brcach of Christian prha- 
ciples by Christian nations rcquires some explanation. 
l'here is thc long-boa.stcd moral inflncnce of Chris- 
tianity ? Where is the all-loving ruler or thc univcrse ? 
Let us exalnie some of the apologies of thc prcachers. 
Let me confcss tiret, from a long expcriencc of this 
apologctic branch of thcology, I ara hot surprised to 
find that hot a single speaker or writer--as far as my 
readhag of their utterances goes fairly meets the 
main difficulty. Most of thcm, naturally, are content 
to plead tiret the xvar has been forced on Enrope by 
Germany, and that therefore no responsibility lies 
on Christimtity as a whole for the tragedy and the 
moral failure it involves. A large number of them go 
even farthcr. They point to the hcroie sacrifices 
nmde in dolente o an ideal by France, Bclgium, 
England, and Russia--the millions o mon streaming 
to the battle-field, the millions of women bravely 
enduring the suspense and the loss, the millions who 
generously open their purses to evcry philanthropie 
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enterprise--and they acclaim this as a triumph of 
Christian civilisation. As to the failure of Christianity 
lu Gcrlnany to staud the test, they either point super- 
ficially to thc grovth of Rationalisln, Biblical Criticism, 
and Socialism in that country, or thcy take refuge 
in the conïusious of the extrcme pacifists aud refuse 
to assign responibility at all, or thcy persuade them- 
selves that a small minority of men who were not 
Christiaus deludcd thc Gclanml people into consenting 
to thc war. ha any case, they hasist that Christianity 
as a wholc is hot impcachcd. Assume that Austria 
was dragged iuto thc war by Gcrmauy, and you bave 
four Christiml nations--rive, if one hacludes Scrbia-- 
bchaving with great gallantry and entire propriety, 
mari only one Christiau nation misbehavhag. 
There is no doubt that this is the common religious 
attitude, but it does not satisfy some of the more 
thoughtful and carnest preachers. This optimism 
seems to thcm rcbukcd by the vcry fact that Christen- 
domis in a state of war to which Paganism ean offer 
no parallcl. '13aey think of the lands bcyond the sea 
to vhich they bave bcen sending thc Christian message 
of pcace and brotherhood. They fancy they sec 
China and 3apan smilhg their faint but distressing 
smile at the situation in Christian Europe. They bave 
assured all these distant pcoples that their faith bas 
built up a shhfiug civilisation h Europe, mad now thcrc 
flash aad quiver through thc ncrvcs of the world the 
daily messages of horror, of tierce hatrcd, of appalliug 
carnage, of the -anton destruction by Christians of 
Christian templcs. The Gospel has, somchow, brokcn 
down in Europe, they regretfully adrait. 
But they never go beyond this vague admission and 
boldly state the sin of thc Churches. One would 
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imaghm that, in sl)itc of its obvious and lamentable 
failure, tlmy still thought that thcir predcccssors had 
been justificd in prcaching only the general terres of 
the Christian gospel and noyer applying it to war. 
One vould fancy that thcy arc so mmcquainted with 
history as to snppose that dnring thc long ages of thc 
past thc Churches wcre really froaing on violence 
and warfare, in.tcad of blessing and employing it. 
They fear to draw out b its ïull proportion the in- 
cfficacy (because of its vagucness) of thc gospel and 
the long perversion of its ministers. Yct we cannot 
evadc this fundamcntal fact of th« .,ituation, that this 
particular var is an outeome oI" a gcneral military 
system, and the Churehcs have a vcrygrave responsibility 
for the maintenance of that sytem until thc t,ventieth 
century. Wc ail know how the tcchnieal nmral 
theologian of rccent rimes bas ghscd the complacency 
of Iris Church. Ih' has draa a dithmtion between 
offensive and dcfensive war, ald, shee thc latter is 
obviously just, hc has maintained that armics are 
rightly raised to wagc it vh«n ncccssary. On this 
pctty fallacy thc Clmrches havc so long r«eoneilcd 
thelnsclvcs to militarism, and haro, in fact, bccn 
amongst its closest allies. Thc elergy did hot, or would 
hot, sec that thc rctcntion of the military systcm was 
in itsclf thc urcst provocation of offensive war; that 
ambition or covctousness eould almost always fmd 
a moral prctcxt for aggvession, and that thcrc havc 
beên comparatively f«w priests in thc hitory of Europe 
who cvcr stood out and unnmsk«l thc hypocrisy of 
such momrchs. As long as thc military systcm 
lasted, it was certain that wars 'ould takc place, yct 
thcy noyer dcnounccd thc systcm. The gcat con- 
ccption of substituting justice for violence, law for 
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lawlessncss, did hot enter the mind of Christianity. 
It vas boni of the seeular humanitarian spirit of 
modern rimes. 
For any serious pel'On this is the gl'avest charge 
whieh the eleroy have to meet, alld they one and ail 
evade it. Thc civilisation of Europe has a unique 
greatness on its lnaterid side; iii its applied science, 
its engUleering, its industries, its commerce. For 
that, assuï«dly, the Churehes are hot iii any degree 
responsible. Ottr civilisation is unique also in its 
po|itie,ql power, its mastery over other pcop|es; and 
fol" that again the Churehes are hot responsible. It 
is great on the intelleetual side, in its science and 
philosophy, its art and general culture; and that 
greatness, too, lins bcen won independently oï, or in 
defianee of. the e|crgy. On the lnOl'al side only if may 
p|ausibly be eonneeted with its establishcd religion, 
and here preeisely it f.ils and approaehes bal'barism. 
I do hot wonder that the Churehes are troubled, and 
do hot wonder greatly that they are silent. 
But while thcy are silent on the main issue, they bave 
a vast anaount to say about minor i»sues and .eeondary 
aspects. They console and reeoneile their people in a 
hundred ways. Aetual|y they seem, in a great measure, 
to entertait the idea that the Chul'ehes are going to 
emcrge ïrom this tria| stronger than ever, and to 
witness ai last that religious revival vhieh they had 
almost begim to despair of seeurhig. Let me examine 
a ïew of these elerieal pronouneements. I do hot 
ehoose the eeeentrie serinons of ill-edueated rural 
preachers, but the uttcl'anccs of some of the more 
distinguishcd prcachcrs, rcproduccd with pride and 
hononr in the leading rcligious periodicals. Yct no 
person tan coldly reflect on these pronouncemcnts and 
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rail to rcalisc that out gcncration acts hot mmaturally 
in passing by thc open doors of thc Churchcs ; that 
the clcrgy arc, as usnal, shirkhg thc most scrious 
questions of thc modcrn intelligence, and trusting 
mainly to profit by thc heated and disordcred and 
confusing cmotions of thc honr. 
Onc of thc most cxtraordinary of thcsc dclivcranccs 
rcachcs me ïrom Australia, but as it cornes ïrom onc 
of the leading prelates of thc Conmonwealth and does 
assuredly express what multitudes of preaeher.s are 
saying everywhere, I do hOt hesitate to give it promi- 
nenee. Arehbishop C.arr, of Mclbourne, set out in the 
middle of the war to enlighten his fi)llowers, and his 
words are reported with great deferenec in the Melbourne 
.4ge (Deeember 28th). The prelate observed that he 
had " very trong ideas aboct the war " (I quote the 
words of the Age), and "did hot bclieve it had happened 
by accident, or by" the ehanee aetion of some khg 
or emperor." He believed that " the great God who 
provided for ail human ercatures, through the war was 
ptmishing sin that had prcvailed for a long rime, 
partieularly in the shape of iafidelity." The Areh- 
bishop proved from history and thc Bible that war 
did eome sometimes as a pmfishment of sh, and he 
eoneluded, or the journal thus summarises lais con- 
clusion : 
" The reason that God was using the present war 
for the punishmcnt of the nations was that for a verv 
considerable rime there had bcen hot mcrely ncgleêt 
o the worship and service of God, which had always 
existcd to a greater or less cxtent, but a rcgular 
raishag of human light and human understanding and 
human will against thc existence of thc providence of 
God. It was hot so common anaong us here [it is ust 
as common|, but therc were countries in Europe ha 
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vhich thc spirit of infidclity and thc abscncc of supcr- 
natural ïaith had bccn incrcasing for many ycars. 
Mcn wcrc coming to think thcy wcrc quitc suflïcicnt 
in thcmsclvcs for thc working out of thcir o dcstinics, 
but thc war had corne, md it was humbling such 
lllell . 
Archbishop Carr is BOt addueed hcre as a repre- 
scntativc type of clcrical culture. On what grotmds thc 
Roman Catholic authoritics select men like him and 
the late Cardinal Moran to prcside over thc dcstinics 
of thcir Church in our grcat and promising Common- 
wcalth is hot clcar. In thc course of this important 
scrmon, in which hc is dclivcring his vcry pcrsonal and 
maturc conclusions on the grcatcst issuc of thc hour, 
thc Archbishop obscrvcd that " thc Ronron Empire 
had bccn attackcd by Attila" and " Attila scourg«d 
lhc l{onmns for the crimcs of wifich thcy had for a 
long whilc bccn guilty." Onc i. surpriscd that h« 
did uot add the lm,tty legend of the awe-striekcn Ilun 
retreating beïore the majcstie figure of Pope Leo I. 
llowever, most of us are aware that, as a »tudent in 
any collcge of Australia ought to bc ablc to inform 
thc Arehbi»hop, Attila noyer rcachcd within two 
lnmdrcd toiles of I{ome, and that the Pagan /{ommi.,, 
whom the Archbishop obviously has bi mind, had bcen 
cxtinguishcd long bcforc thc monareh of thc IImis 
was born. Thcre is no gn:ater historica! seholarship 
ht the other proofs whieh thc prclate brhigs in support 
of his thc»is that war is oftcn dcliix.ratcly scnt as a 
pmfishmcnt. 
But what arc we to makc of the moral standards 
of an cmincnt prelatc of the Roman Church who ean 
hold and cxpxss so appallbtg a theory .9 It is bascd 
on thc moral standard of the Pntssian officcr, of the 
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medieval torturer. Thc majority of clcrg'ymen bave 
at lcngth corne to realisc, tardily and rcluctantly, 
that thc man or wonmn who rcjects the creeds they 
offcr nmy quitc possibly hot bclicvc in thcm. Thc 
practicc of dcscribing a rcfusal to asscnt to thc doctrhac 
of hcll and hcaven as a wilful rcbcllion of passion 
against thc restrainhg influences of Christianity is 
going out of fashion. Christian pcoplc wcrc meeting 
too nmny herctics ht thc flcsh, and did hot recognisc 
the thing dcscribcd from thc pulpit. Thc sturdy 
Archbishop will bave none of this pamperhg. Unbclicf 
is a mattcr of thc will as wcll as thc undcrstanding. 
And hc actually bclicvcs that God guidcd thc thoughts 
of William I1 h cnginccring this war--lx.licvcs it for a 
rcason a hundrcd tinws worse than thc Kaiscr's idca. 
Ho bclievcs that God sent on Europe a war that will 
cost £10,000,000,000, that is blasting thc honaes and 
embittcring thc hcarts of millions, that minglcs thc 
innocent and guilty in ote common and fearful 
dcsolation, that scnds millions to a prcmaturc death 
amidst circumstanccs which do hot lcnd thcrnsclvcs 
to a dcvont prcparation, that is raising storms of 
hatred and pcrverting the souls of millions, because a 
fcw other millions refuse to go to church. It would 
bc difficult to conceivc a crudcr and more barbarous 
idca. Attila did not scourg¢ thc Romans, but ho did 
scourge other pcoplcs ; and wc hold him up to cxecra- 
tion for ever for it. But Archbishop Carr, and many 
other preachcrs, think that an all-holy and ail-intelli- 
gent God can do infmitely worsc than Attila. He is 
going to punish the unbclicvcrs h ctcrnal tire whcn 
thcy die : meantimc ho will makc a hell on carth for 
thc innocent as wcll as the supposcd guilty, thc child 
and the mother as wcll as thc frcc-thinking fathcr. 
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Of a truth, it is not surprising that a reluctance to 
listen to serinons bas spread to Melbournc, and that 
men arc wond¢ring whether they had better not take 
in hand their own destinies rather than entrust them 
to such spirituM guides as this. 
Note, particularly, in passing the emphasis which 
the Archbishop purs on the determination of our 
gencration to control its own destinies. Until the 
nineteenth century men entrLsted their destinies, 
on the moral side, to guides like Archbishop Carr. I 
bave described the result. Ia the nineteenth century 
there began this practice, which the Archbishop thinks 
worthy of so hthuman a chastisement, of men attending 
to their own moral interests. Of this also I bave 
deseribed the result. The moral sentiment of Europe 
bas greatly improved, and there is at least a widespread 
revoit against warfare and a prospect of abolishing it. 
For this God, the more than hunmn, scorched Europe 
with the horrible flames hich Archbishop Carr 
thinks he keeps in his arsenal of tortre-implements. 
The Archbishop says that infidelity has not spread so 
mueh bi Australia. I should, if I were not well ac- 
quainted with the Commonwealth, be disposed to see 
in that the reason why eminent prelates ean still 
utter sueh gross medicval nonsense in that country. 
In Eugland this particularly erude type of nonsense 
is not tsually uttered by preaehers of distinetion, 
though it is common enough among less responsible 
preaehers ; but there is a dangerous approaeh to it in 
some of the serinons which the religious periodicals 

1 As I write, the Pross describes Canon Groen of Burnley as 
sying that "the war is  divine judgment on the world-- 
England for the lait ten years has been God-forgetting. drunken. 
immoral." 
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regard as important. Looking over thc currcnt issues 
of thc rcligious prcss, I notice a sermon oit thc war 
by Profcssor Clow, in which thc Allies «rc, in harmony 
with his test, dcscribcd as "thc wfiturcs of God." 
Gcrmauy, it sccms, is ihe prey, and Gcrmany's sins 
are p;intcd black. Pmfcssor CIov, it is truc, shrinks 
from thc very natural implication of his words, but he 
clcarly intimatcs that he secs the action of God in 
thc military condtct of thc Allies, and to that cxtcnt 
he is hardly lcss rcvoltiu, in vicw of his culture, than 
the archbishop. Could tlw God of Profcssor Clow 
find no othcr way of rcmoviug Gcrnmuy's arrogance 
than to sear and blast it with a world-var and involve 
millions of immcent along wiih thc guilty h his lakes 
of tire ad blood ? 
More important, howcvcr, is a sermon dclivcrcd 
bcfore thc rcccnt National Frcc Church ('ouncil by one 
of thc most estecmcd Nonconformist pr«achers, the 
Rcv. J. H. Rushbmokc, and rcproduccd admiringly 
in the Nonconformist jouruals. Thc clod of war, 
naturally, broodcd over this ath('rhg of ministcrs. 
Somc of thcm hcroically closcd thcir cyes to it and wcnt 
on with thcir clcrical business as usual. But most of 
the spcakers seem io have fclt that ail other issues werc 
thrust asidc in ihe minds of their followcrs just nov, 
and that a grave and soul-shakin question possessed 
them. As a result we have, I Sl)pose, thc finest 
efforts of Nonconformity to mect hat question and 
save the prestige of thc Churches. 
Mr. Rushbrookc frankly describcd thc war as an 
ovemhclming catastrophe, gravcly disturbing the 
religious mind. It bore witness, hc said, to " the failurc 
of organiscd, or disorganiscd, Christianity." He con- 
eeived it as '" God's judgment upon the Church's failure 
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scriously to dcvotê hcrsclf to thc grcat cause of pcace 
on carth and good-will among mcn." With ail thcir 
boasts of what Christianity had donc in Europe, it 
now appearcd that that civilisation was raiscd upon 
"foundations of sand." Thc prcachcr claimcd that 
much was beig donc in modcrn rimes by thc clcrgy 
to promotc international amity, but lac sccmcd to fcel 
that it was littlc and was ver 9 reccnt. The spectacle 
unfoldcd belote us in Europe to-day is a safficicnt 
proof of its inadcquacy. Ad, as Mr. Rushbrooke said, 
wc now sec hov littlc use it is to preach idcals at home 
and hot apply them to thc common lifc of thc world. 
Thesc WOl'ds art: the ucarest to sàsdom that I bave 
round among a large collection of pulpit-utteranecs and 
religious articles. The preacher plainly secs, and with 
some measure of eandour confesses, that long remissness 
of Christian ministers in applyiaag their prineiples to 
whieh tbe war, aud ail wars, are fundamentally due. 
The record whieh he earefully nmkes of reeent efforts 
to redeem the failure is paltry in comparison àth the 
resources even of the Free Churehes, and only serves 
to briaig out more eleady tbe afful negleet of Chr[stian 
nahiisters durhig the long ages when tbey lmd a mighty 
power in Europe. But Mr. Rushbrooke makes one 
grave error, fie feels that not merely the relation of 
the war fo Christianity, but ifs relatiou to God, is 
engaging public attention, and he stumblcs into thc 
theory that God sent the war. It is " God's judgmcnt 
on tbe Chureh's failure." We must suppose that Mr. 
Rushbrooke did hot literally mean what he said. 
His vords imply a tbcory of the war more monstrous 
even than that of Arehbishop Carr. To ptmish Europe 
for the sins of unbelievers bas at least a genuine 
medieval plausibility about if ; but to send this in- 
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dcscribablc plaguc on thc nations of Europe bccause 
thc clcrgy failcd to do thcir duty .... Ont must 
rcally assume that Mr. l{ushbrookc did hot mcan vhat 
hc said, and lcavc thc sentence unfinishcd. What hc 
mcant it is impossible to conjecture. To thc rcligious 
mind " God's judgmcnt " mcans a chastiscment sent 
by God. But, whatcvcr Mr. Rushbrookc meant, hc 
had bccn wiscr to lcavc thc idca of God out of his 
comments on this ,var, and to say frankly that it would 
|)ring on thcm and on thcir prcdcccssors, on thc wholc 
of Christianity, thc judgmcnt of man and the judgmcnt 
of history for thcir ncglcct of thcir opl)ortmùtics. 
The Rev. A. T. Guttery addressed tire Council in a 
more chcerful mood, and his rcflcctions arc eharactcr- 
istic of a large group of thc eicrgy. Hc would not 
for a moment allo,v thc failure of Christianity. The 
Churehcs had, hc said, bccn so succcssful in compclling 
the ,vorld to rccognsc thc evil of aggrcssivc warfare 
that cvcn thc Gcrmans wcrc cagcr to dcscribe thcir 
action as purcly dcfcnsi,'e. " Thc Pagan glory of war 
for its ov sakc was gone." And whcn wc acknowlcdgc 
the comparative failurc of religion in Gcrmany, and 
rcstrict our attention to thc sphcre of our o,,aa clcrgy, 
wc fmd that they havc creatcd an cntircly new spirit. 
Thc lust for tcrritory and for gold is fclt no more in 
England. Herc thcrc is no mafficking over victorics, 
thcre are no hymns of hatc. Thc British nation |tas 
been sobercd by tire influence of Christianity. We may 
regret that thc Gcrnmn pcoplc bas not provcd cqually 
susceptible, and its l)astors equally encrgctic, but we 
cannot bcar thcir burdcn. Thcir naughthacss alonc 
bas disturbcd thc moral progrcss which, evcn in this 
dcpartment, Christianity was fostcrhag. 
This is, I think, a ,-cry usual attitude of thc clcrgy, 
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and I htvc alrcady appreciatcd fle sound elcment of 
it. Thcrc is no comparison ixtwecn the behaviour 
of thc two nations. Whcthcr England descrves quite 
all thc compliments which Mr. Guttery showers upon 
it may bc amattcr of opinion. Wc bave as yet littlc 
cause for " mafficking," but thm is vcry little doubt 
that if will occur on a grandiose scale belote the war 
is over. $¥c do lot sing hymns of hate ; bt if might 
bc hazardous to speculatc what we would do if some 
nation drcw an iron ring romd out comtry and re- 
duccd us ahnost to a condition of starvation. Vc have 
no lust for tcrritory--I ara hot sure about the lust for 
gold--bccausc we havc iu ont Empire territory enough 
for out population ; and wc may wait to sec if England 
does hot amex any part of Gcrnmny's African or Pacifie 
possessions, hlr. Guttcry's coutrast is crudc and 
supcrficial. Ht  ignores the ecouomic and gcographicql 
conditions which give us a fccling of content and 
Gcrmany a profomld fccliug of discontcnt and a 
dangcrous ambition. The German character is hot in 
itself iufcrior to ours, and it werc wcll for us to fallcy 
oursclvcs in Gcrmany's positiou and wonder if we would 
have actcd othcrwise. 
On the other hand, I havc frccly ackmwledged, or 
claimed, that thcre has been a grcat improvement in 
the mor,ql tcmpcr of Europe, and that this is especially 
secn in thc odium that is uow cast on aggressive or 
offensive war. But to claire this improvement for 
the credit of religion is, to say the least, audacious. 
The more simplc-miudcd of Ir. Guttery's hearers 
would imagine that thc change set h with the rail of 
Paganism. " The Pagan glory of war for its own sakc 
is gone." ¥hcli derical riters speak of Paganism 
they think that. any evil dccd over donc by a Pagan is 
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charactcristic of thc wholc body; they ask us to apply 
a diffcrcnt standard to thcir own body. Plato and 
Socratcs werc Pagans ; Marcus Aurelius and Antoninus 
Pius--to speak of warriors and .tatesmen--wcre 
Pagans. The truth is that a glory in war for its own 
sakc was no more generally charactcristic of Paganism 
than it was of Christian Europe until a ccntury ago : 
it was probably less. Most of thc German Empcrors 
and of thc Kings of England, France, and S1)ain would 
fairly corne mdcr thc description which Mr. Guttcry 
calls Pagan. One hardly nccds to know much of 
history to pcrccivc that this moral impmvcmcnt in 
the conception of war belongs to thc last century and 
a half, and it is some-hat bold to claire that a change 
which made no appearancc during a thousand ycars 
of profound Christian influcme, and did bcgin to appcar 
and make progress as that faith waned, can bc claimed 
for Christianity. I do hot forger that thc thcologian 
began long ago, in thc seclusion of his ccll or study, 
to condenm offensive warfarc. But thcrc bave bccn 
hundrcds of offensive wars wagcd byChristian monarchs 
since that date, and ve do hot read of any instance in 
which the clergy failcd to cndorse the rhin casuistry by 
which the offensive was turncd into a dcfcnsivc or 
a prevcntive war, or refuscd to sanction an entire 
ncglect of the principle. 
Dr. Scott-Lidgett ïollowed on somewhat similar 
lines. The wholc trouble, hc protested, was due to 
an anti-Christian, illiberal, mtd inhuman system. It 
seems that he was referring to Prussia, and it is re- 
grettable that ho did hot fecl called to explain why that 
system prcvails in the year of the Lord 1915, or how 
it finds an hstrumcnt of its ambition in a militarism 
that ought to have becn denounccd and abolishcd 
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ccnturics ago. Mr. Shakcspcare, 3nothcr distinguishcd 
Nonconformist, follows thc samc facilc coursc--3sts 
ail thc rcsponsibility on Gcrmany--and equally fails 
to cxplain how Gcrma]y came to fiad thc machinery 
of destruction at its hand in otr agc. 
In froc, Dcan Wclldon, onc of thc most cncrgctic 
spokcsmcn of thc Church of Eaglatd, addresscd thi. 
Frcc Church Cotmcil, ad impartcd 3n clcmcnt of 
originality. Ho uscd thc inconchtsivc and dangcrous 
argumct of tu quoue. If, ho said, you claim that 
this war cxhibits thc faih[rc of Christianity, yot must 
admit that it shows cqually thc faihtrc of science and 
civilisation. Nay, ho s3ys, growing boldcr, if your 
contention is truc, Christianity has donc no more than 
supply thc instrument of its own destruction, but 
science and civilisation havc brought us back to 
savagcry. 
It is, of coursc, diflicttlt to follow  man's rotmdcd 
thought in thc crabbcd phrases of an abbrcviating 
reporter, bttt it is l»lain that Dcat $Vclldon has hcre 
becn guilty of a confusion which only bctrays his 
apo}ogctic povcrty in face of this grcat crisis. Science 
--and it is cspecially scic]tcc that thc clcrgy conccivc 
as thc rival thcy havc to discredit--has no conccrn 
wlmtcvcr with thc war. Science, cithcr 3s 3n organiscd 
body of tcachcrs or as a branch of cultttrc, has noyer 
discussed war, and ncvcr had thc faintcst duty or 
opportunity to do so. Economic scicncc may discass 
partictlar aspects of war, but thc cconomist dcals with 
things as thcy are, hot as thcy ought to be. Mora! 
science cven is hot  prcaching 3gency, dcsirous of 
dividing with thc clcrgy thc cthical guidance of thc 
pcoplc. $'ncn mon pit science against religion, thcy 
usually rcfcr to its supcrior power of explaining reality. 
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,amd if it bc objcctcd that thcrcfore no morally cdueativc 
agcney would romain if religion vcre diseardcd, thc 
answer is simple. A system of moral idcalism founded 
on science itis absurd to call it scicncedocs cxist, 
and might at mty rime be cldargcd to the propoloEions 
of a national or intcrlmtional cdueative agcncy. As 
yct itis lcft to individual cultivation or crystallised in 
a fcv tiny associations, such as Ethical and Sccularist 
and, partly, Socialist Socictics ; and I venturc to say, 
from a large cxpcricncc of thcsc bodics, that, apart 
from fixe profcsscd pcace socictics, thcy havc bccu 
more assiduous than any rcliious associations in 
England, in proportion to thcir work, lu dcmalding thc 
substitution of arbitration for var, and that thc over- 
whclming majority, almost the cntircty, of thcir 
mcmbcrs are pacifists. To speak of tlfis small orgalfiscd 
force, with its slcndcr influence, as cqually discrcditcd 
with the far mighticr and thousand-ycar-oldcr inflacnce 
of the Churchcs would be strangcly incongruous ; and 
itis hardly lcss incongruous to drag science iuto thc 
comparison. 
A somewhat similar di.stiuction must bc obscrved 
in regard to civilisation. Thc antithcsis of religion 
and civilisation is confuscd and COlffusing. Christim 
ministcrs havc claimcd that the U arc thc moral clcmcnt 
of civilisation, and thcy havc jealously combated 
cvcry effort to takc from them or divide with thcm that 
funetion. Thcy resist evcry attcmpt to cxcludc thcir 
almost uscless Biblc-lcssons from ont schools, and to 
substitutc for thcm a diwct and more practicd moral 
cducation of childrcn. They havc for fiftccn lnmdrcd 
years claimcd and posscsscd thc monopoly of ethical 
culture in Europem civilisation, and wc are a littlc 
puzzled whcn thcy turn rotmd aud say, with an air of 



64 THE APOLOGIES OF THE CLERGY 
argument, that if Christianity has failcd civilisation 
also has failcd. Thcrc is only onc civilisation in Europe 
that has attcmptcd to substihltC a humanitarian for 
a rcligious training of conduct ; onc nation that is 
plainly and ovcrwhchningly non-Christ|an. That 
nation is France. And France has one of thc best 
moral records in modcrn Europe, and has behavcd 
nobly throughout this lamcntab|c busincss. In finc, 
if wc takc Dcan SVclldon's words in thc most gencrous 
scnsc, if wc assnmc tiret hc rcfcrs to the wholc body of 
culture and sentiment wh|ch, in our tilnc, aspires to 
mould and direct thc race apart from Christ|an doctrinc, 
thc answcr has alrcady bccn given. Christianity is, 
as a power in Europe, fourtcen centurics old; this 
humanitarianisln is hardly a ccntury old. But thcre 
has surcly bccn more progrcss madc durhg this last 
ccntury toward thc destruction of the military systcm, 
and more progrcss in thc clilnhatiou of brutality from 
war, than in thc wholc prcccding thirtcen centuries. 
Docs Dcan Wclldon doubt that ? Or does hc regard it 
as a mcrc coincidence ? 
Thus, whcflwr wc turn to Churchman r Noncon- 
formist, to clcric or layman, wc find no satisfactory 
apology. I havc bcforc me a short article by Mr. 
Max Pcmberton on thc qucstiou, " Will Christianity 
survive thc war?" Ho uscs the most consecrated 
phrases of thc Church, and lcaves no doubt whatever 
that he writcs in dcfencc of Christianity. But Mr. 
Pembcrton practically confines himsclf to a vcry 
cmphatie personal assurance that Christianity will 
survive the war, and does not honestly face a single 
one of thc questions of " the Pagan " agaiJst vhom 
he is v«iting. Ho does makc one serious point of a 
pcculiar charactcr. Thcrc arc, he says, " 28,000 pricsts 
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fighting for Francc in thc trcnchcs." Mr. Pcmbcrton 
sccms to find it easy to acccpt thc intercstcd statements 
of those Roman Catholic journalits who lllakc sectarian 
use of some of the London dailies. There are only 
about 80,000 pricsts in France, and, since none of 
thcm are yotmger than twenty-three, to suppose that 
scvcnty-five per cent. of them are of nfilitary age is 
to take a remarkablc vicw of the population of France. 
IJ any case, thcre is o spccial ground for rhapsody. 
They are llOt vohmteers ; iJl France evcry lllall must 
do his civic duty. 'Wc may appreciate th«ir dcvotion 
 to their rcligion on thc battle-field, but Mr. Pemberton 
must he impcrfcctly acquaintcd with the Frcnch 
charactcr if he supl»scs that the thirty-four million 
unbclicvcrs of Frmcc arc going to retnrn to the Church 
bccause the youngcr curés did hot try to cvadc thc 
military service which thc Statc imposcd on thcm. 
.Mothcr documcnt I ln:y quote is a manifcsto 
issucd by thc " Hamp.tcad Eangclical Frec Church 
Cotmcil," a joint declaration of the principal Non- 
conformist ministcrs of that highly cultivated suburb. 
It does hot purport to viudicatc the Churches, yet 
some of its observations in conncction with the war 
open out a new page of apologetics. These clergymcn 
invite ail thc citizcns of thcir district, on the ground of 
the war, to attend church, evcn if they have not bcen 
in thc habit of doing so. On 'hat more prceise gromd ? 
The able lawyer who receivcd this invitation, and for- 
warded it to me, thought it, not thc most ingenious. 
but the most curious, piece of pleading he had ever 
knoa. Tfie citizens of Hampstcad wcre iJvitcd to 
go to church " to offcr up to God a sacrifice of prai.c 
and thaa -ksgiving for his goodncss to us as a nation " ! 
At the very rime the emient prcachers wcre writing 
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this, the darkcned city still cowercd undcr the thrcat 
of a horrible outrage ; the shattered homes and ïrcsh 
graves of Searborough and SVhitby rcminded us ïaintly 
of the horrors bcyond the sea; the maimed soldicrs 
ail over the country, the sad figures of the bereavcd, 
the anxious hearts of a million of out pcople, were but 
a beghming of the cvil that had fa.lien on us. "Ve had 
iii :[ourteen ycars, sinee thc last war, becn obliged to 
spend a thousand millions sterling iii preparation for 
a war xvc did hot dcsire, and we werc cntering upon 
ail cxpcnditure of somcthing more than a thousand 
millions in a year. Ail this we had incurrcd through 
no fault of ours. And thesc elcrgymen thought it a 
good opportunity to invite us to go to ehureh to thank 
God for " his goodness to us as a nation." 
Aothcr manifcsto is signcd by a body of arch- 
bishops and bishops of thc zMlgliean Chureh. 
cnjoined all thc faithful to supplicatc the Almighty 
ort Jantmry 11 to stop thc war. This was to be donc 
" all round thc Empire." I vill hot indulgc in any 
chcap sarcaslu as to thc reult, though one would 
probably bc right iii saying tiret, if the end be dcfcrred 
to thc year 1917, they will still belicvc that thcir 
l)rayers had cffcet. Vhat it is more matcrial to notice 
is that thc prelates think that "thesc are days of great 
spiritual opportunity." It secms that " the shattcring 
of so nmeh that seemed established rcveals the vanity 
of human affairs," and that " anxicty, scparation, and 
loss havc madc nmny hearts sensible of thc approach 
of Christ to the soul." If is, pcrlmps, unkhd to examine 
this cmotional lanmge from mi intcllcctual point of 
view, but one feels that there i.s a subtle element of 
apology in if. These spiritual advantages may out- 
weigh the secular pain ; rnay cvcn justiïy God's sharc 
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in thc grcat cata.strophc. I havc cxamincd, and vill 
discuss more fully iu thc ncxt chaptcr, thc thcistic side 
of this 1)l«a. Intcllcctually, it bordcrs on monstrosity : 
it is thc survival of an ancicnt and l)arl)aric conccption. 
c notion that "thc approach of Crist to thc soul " 
is fclt csl:ci«dly in timc of affliction is mcrcly a statc- 
mcut of a ccrtain typc of cmotional cxpcricncc, vhilc 
thc rcvclation of " thc vanity of humm affairs " is 
sheer pcrvcrity. IIumm affairs havc for agcs Ic 
so Imdly nmnagcd, in this rcspcct, that vc cmmot in a 
dccadc or a ccntury rid oursclvcs of such ,-t lcgacy. Thc 
rem moral is to discovcr who wcrc rcsponsiblc for that 
lcgacy of disord«r aud violence, and to put out affairs 
on a ncw and soundcr basis. 
A considcrablc numbcr of clcrical writers l)rocccd 
on thc suggestion discrcctly advmccd by thcsc Aaxgli«m 
prclatcs. Lct us vait, thcy ask, until the clouds of 
war lmvc rollcd away, and thon cstimatc the spiritual 
gain to mcn from thc trial through vhich thcy havc 
lmsscd, and thc closcr association of the ('hurchcs vhich 
it may bring about. Nov I havc no doubt that many 
vho rcally bclievc the doctrincs of Christianity, yct 
havc for ycars ncglccted thc dutics which tleir bclicf 
imposcs on thcm, vill bc induccd by this avful cx- 
pcricncc to rctun to allcgimcc. Thc uumbcr is 
limitcd, and an equal or greatcr numb¢'r may bc, and 
l)rolbly vill bc, induccd to surrcndcr religion entircly, 
and vith good rcason, by thc rcflcctions with which 
this war inspires them. But to iusinuate that this 
spiritual adv,'mtagc, if it bc an advantagc, of thc fexv 
is justly purchascd by thc appalliug suffcring and 
disordcr brought about by thc xvar is one of those 
rcligious affirmations which sccm to thc outsider 
positivcly rcpulsivc. 
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I do hot spcak lncrely of thc dcaths, the pain, thc 
privation, thc ontragt.s, thc flood of tcars and blood 
over hall of huvpe. This, hdced, is of itself cnonR'h 
 makc thc theorv rcpellcnt to any who do hot share 
the ascctie vicws tau'ht in the Churehcs. The notion 
that an cvil is justified if gl issne from it is akh to 
the notion that thc end justifies thc mcans. But I 
wonld draw attention Io an aspect of thc war which 
is almost ignorcd by thcsc cloqucnt preadwrs. Thcy 
cagerly record cvcry flash of heroism, cvcrv spark of 
chariIy aud mt,rcy, that flw war evokes. Thcy ref«r 
sympathetically Io the dcad and the -rcavcd, the 
ontged girls and womcnwhom, in the narwest 
Puritanism, thcy forbid Io rid thcm«lves of the aul 
burdcn laid on them by drunkcn brtcsthe shattered 
bornes and nomnncnts. Bt there is  side of war 
whieh they toast know, and it dcmands plain spcaking. 
It relaxes thc eontrol of mornl rcstraints even wherc 
it was beïon" operative. The illegitimate-birth te 
of England and Fraaee vill faint!y tell the sto befolx" 
the 3ar [s out. luquiry in any ton whel out 
soldicrs a lodged, or in the rear of thc l,'rcnch and 
English (or any othcr) toenehcs, will tcll it more hdly. 
I do hot spcak of crime and violence, but of villing 
sextml intereoue wh«re it w nexr o belote. 
ese things, and thc inereased dnmkenness mad the 
stirring of old passions, are regalcd by th«: clergy 
 amongsI the mt cvil things of lire. Do they 
serionsly suggest that they have en brought in to 
secure, or are justifi«l by, the spiritual advantage of 
the refincd and cmotional fcw whose religion is only 
decIned by aidion ? 
 short, I find hot a single phrase of valid cxplana- 
tion or apology in these and other pronfinent derical 
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pronouncemcnts I have read. Thcy are supvrficial, 
contrndietory, ,nd vapid, l'othing is more common 
than for religious writcrs to protcst that thc colception 
of rcality which is opposcd to thcirs is shallow. Whnt 
dcpth, what sincere grip of rcality, does o,c fid in 
any of thcse pulpit utterances ? ¥ct I havc taken the 
pronounccments of otficial bodies or of ditingui.hcd 
preachers who may bc tru.ted to put thc Christia, 
feeling in its most persuasive form. O,e thinks that 
God sent. the war; another attributcs it to German 
rcbels against God. Oe regards it as a spiritual 
agency deviscd for ont good; another say tiret it is 
at unmitigated calamitv sent for ottr ptudhment. 
One secs i,t it the failurc of Chri.tia,fity; othcl find 
it it pr«cisely a contir,nation of Christimt tcachi,g. 
Somc thi,tk it will draw mon to God; otht'rs that it 
will drive men from God. Unity, lx.rhaps, we cmmot 
expect; bt,t thc c,npty rhetoric a,td uttcr sophistry 
of most of thcse utt.rances reveal the complote lack 
of defcnce. On the nmin indictntent of the Christian 
Cht, rch, its failure to have condcmned and remov«d 
militarism long ago, ail are silcnt ; or thc one preacher 
who nctices it tan only dcjcctedly confess that it is 
trué. 
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TllE "VAR AND TllEISM 
I thc Icading Ctholic pcriodical of this comtry 
thcrc bas been somc ncrvous discussion of thc attitudc 
of thc Popc. A new man, a strong and cnlightcncd 
man, hapl:is to havc mountcd the chair of Pctcr in 
tllc midst of thc war. For morc thmt a century Iris 
l)rcdccessors havc bcmoaned thc increasing wickcdnc.s 
of thc world : Plus VII, tosscd likc a hclplcss cork on 
thc waves of thc Rcvolution; Lco XII and Plus VIII. 
thc associates of thc Holy Alliance; Gregory XVI, 
cating sweetmeats or mumhling his breviary whilc 
young Italy sweatcd blood ; Pius IX, grasping eagerly 
his tatters of sovcrcignty; Lco XlII, thc unsuccessful 
diplomatist ; Pius X. thc mcdicval monk. They saw 
thcir Clmrch shrink dccadc by dccade, and thcv 
witncsscd thc prospcrity of all that thcy denounced. 
Benedict XV came to savc thc Church, and a glx:at 
moral Opl)ortunity awaitcd him. But, while claiming 
to be thc moral arbitrator of the world, he avoid. 
his plain duty, and is content to repcat thc worn phras(.s 
about thc iniquity of thc modcrn spirit. His apologists 
say that the war is politics, and that Popcs must hot 
interfere in politics. 
I have earlicr explained ii what sense this war 
prcscnts a political aspect to Bencdict XV, and givcn 
the reason for his rcluctance. It is typical of the whole 
failure of Christianity. A little ovcr uineteen eenturies 
70 
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ago, it is said in thc churchcs, a star shone over thc 
eradlc of the Savionr, and choirs of angcls announccd 
his coming as a promise of " pcacc on carth and good- 
will among mcn." I ara not in this littlc work cxanfin- 
ing thc wholc question of thc influence of Christianity. 
But it is wcll to :call that, according to its own 
records, its first and grcatcst promise to the vorld 
was peacc; and to that old Roman Empire, and to 
Europe at any stage in it. latcr history, no grcatcr 
blessing could havc |)ccn brought, lIas Christianity 
succccdcd ? 
But thc rcligious intcrc.t of thc war is by no mcans 
cxhaustcd 'hcn wc havc concludcd that it nmrks, 
in one of the most important dcpartmcnts of human 
action, thc complote failurc of historical Christianity. 
My purposc is to di.scuss this relation to thc Churches, 
and it woul(l hot bc complctcd unlcss I considcrcd 
thc var in relation to thcir fundamcntal doctrine, thc 
moral government of the nnivcrsc by a Sui)relue Bcing. 
In a few months, wc hopc, thc war will bc over : the 
.llics will havc trinlnphcd. Wc know, front experier(ce 
and front history, what will follow in the Churches. 
Front end to end of Britain, front Dorer to Pcnzancc 
and from Sonthampton to Abcrdccn, there will fisc a 
j ubilant cry that God bas blcsscd our arms and awardc d 
us the vietory. Now that we are in the nfidst of the 
horrors and burdcns of the war God is little mentioled. 
Olm wollld imagine that the great majority of the 
elcrgy eoneeived him as standing aside, for some 
inscrutable reason, and ]ctting wiekcd men deploy 
their perverse forces. Whcn the triumph cornes, 
gilding the past sacrifices or driving them from memory, 
God will be on every lip. The whole nation 'ill bc 
implored to corne and leel before the altars, l{oyalty 
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and ,mbility and militv.ry, judgcs and stockbrokcrs 
and workiug mcn--abovc ail, a surging, thrilling, 
ecstatic mass of women--Sll gather round the clergy, 
and will a'ow that they see the linger of God in this 
glorious eonsunamation. The relatiou of the war to 
God will then beeome tlle supreme eousideration for the 
Christian mind. It may be more instruetive to con- 
sider it now, before the la.t flood of emotion pours over 
out judgmcuts. 
I bave already diseusscd sonle of the clerieal allusious 
to the share of God iu the war. They are so fraukly 
tel)clicher that ont cannot be surprised that the majority 
of the elergy prcfcr to be silent on thvt point. They 
prefer to await the vietory aud build ou its more genial 
and indulgent emotions. The war is either a blessing 
or a ourse. Oue would think that there was hOt mueh 
room for choicc, but wc saw that some are bold cnough 
to hint that the spiritua] good mav outweigh the 
bodily paiu. Thcy rcmiud us of a Trcitschke or a 
]3emdmrdi writing smugly of the moral grandcur of 
war, the ueed to brace thc slackness of human nature 
l)criodically by war, thc chivalry and dcvotion it 
calls out, aud so on. 
Still worse is the thcorv of those who regard war 
frankly as a cursc, )'et l)Ut it to the direct, authorship 
of the Ahnighty. This thcory is natural cnough in 
the minds of nlCll aud women who bclievc in hell. In 
carlicr ages mcn could uot distiuguish bctween the 
law of rctaliation and the nced to detcr crimiuals by 
using violcncc against thcm whcn thcy transgressed. 
In many primitive systems of justice the lav of retalia- 
tion is exprcss]y consccratcd. It is even introduced, 
inconsistently and as a survival of barbaric rimes, in 
the Babylonian and the Judaic codes, sidc by side with 
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sancr vicws. It is, of course, mcrcly a sys¢cmatisation 
of brutc passion. In the ginning, if a man kocked 
your tooth out, yol knockcd onc of his tecth Ollt. 
With the growh of law aud jticc, the barbarous 
nuoe «)f tbc impulsc was rccognised, and thc com- 
mtmity, by ifs rcprcscntativcs, iuflictcd a " punish- 
ment " on the offcndcr instead of al!owiug thc off('ndcd 
fo retaliatc. With thc modcrn inq)rovcmcat of moral 
sentiments we have rcalised that this is au impcrfcct 
a(Ivancc on the barbarie idea. Thc conmumity bas no 
more right to " l»mish " t]um thc offcndcd individual 
had. Ve now iml)OSC hardshi !) (m an offcndcr only 
for thc purposc of intimidating him from rcpcating 
thc offec, or of dctcrring others from offcnding. The 
idca is still somcwhat crude, and a third stage will in 
tinle bc reachcd; but it is satisfactory that we now 
hot since the advcnt of Christianity, I)ut since the 
fise of modcrn humanismall adroit that the only 
pcrmissible proccdurc is dcence, and hot punishment 
as sHch. 
It may secm ungracious to bc over rcpcating that 
thcsc improvemcnts did hot takc place during thc 
pcriod of Christian influence, but in thc oeccnt l6od 
of its decay. Theoe is, howcvcr, in this case a most 
imposant and urgcnt reason for cmphising the fact. 
I say that we ail adroit the mooe hmnane conoeption 
of punishment, but this must be qualified. In human 
affairs wc do : Cadyle was, perhaps, the lt momlist 
to cling to the old conception. But in thc rcligious 
wodd the old idca has bccn flagrantly rcincd. The 
doctrine of etenml punishment is clcarly based on the 
barbarie old idca that a prince whosc dignity h en 
instfitcd my justly inflict thc most barbarous pfish- 
ment on thc offcnder. Theologians have, sinee the 
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days of Thomas Aquinas, wastcd wholc rcams of 
parchmcnt in dcfcnding thc dogma of hcll, because 
tlmy kncw nothing whatcver of comparativc jnris- 
prudcncc and thc cvolution of moral idcas. To us 
thc dcvclopmcnt of thc doctrinc is clcar. In the 
Christian doctrinc of hcll wc havc a flagrant survival 
of thc early barbaric thco T of punishmcnt. 5Iodcrn 
divincs--whilc contimdng to dcscribc thc non-religious 
view of lifc as "supcrficial " and thc Cristian as 
" profonnd "--ha'c actually yieldcd fo thc modcrn 
scntimcnt, and in a vcry largc mcasurc rcjcctcd onc 
of thc fundalncntal dogaas of thc Christian tradition. 
In ordcr to eOlieeal the procedurc as far as possible, 
some of them are now contending brazeldy that Christ 
never taught the doctrine of eternal punishment, aile| 
are deluding their tmcultivated congregations with 
sophistical manipulations of Greek words. 
This does hot meall that Christians havc lower 
moral sentiments than non-Christians, but that the 
rigidity of their traditions, whieh they regard as sacred 
and unalterable, imposcs restrictions on them. Hence 
thc faet that, while Protestants bave so very largely 
rejected the doctrine of hell, Roman Catholics, 5th 
their more rigid conservatism and claire of ilfallibility, 
still cling to it, and offer the anaazing spectacle of a 
body claiming to possess thc highest ideals in the worhi, 
yet actually cherishing an entirely barbaric theory. 
There is probably hot a Catholic lawyer in the world 
who does hot reject the old idea of punishment as 
harbaric, yet he p]aeidly belicves that God retains 
it. That is why we find a Catholic archbishop like 
Carr putting forth so revolting an idea of the war, 
vhile Protestant preaehers as a rule shrink from 
mentioning God in connection with it. These things 
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makc it inipossiblc for olle to nndcrstand how non- 
('hristians Call say, as they do sometimcs, that if they 
t, ere to accept a crced, it would be the Roman creed. 
Any theory of thc war which procceds on thc lines 
of thc hcll-thcory is simply barbarie, and is bcneath 
scrious discussion. We know to-day that both ethics 
atd rcligioll are il a statc of constant cvolution. Wc 
look back over a streana of several tbousand years 
of historically traccable dcvclopment; wc follow that 
strcam faintl.v through carlicr tcns of thousands of 
years in thc idcas of prinfitivc pcoplcs; and wc sec 
the evolntion going on plainly in thc crccds and 
ethical codes of out OWl rime. But the practicc of 
rcgistering certain stages of tllis evollltioll iii sacrcd 
books or codes, which arc then inlposcd on man for 
centnries or nfillcnnia as sonlcthing unalterable, bas 
bect and is a vcry scrious hindrancc to development, 
both in cthics and religion. It is ail thc worse bceausc 
these codes and sacrcd books always contain certain 
clements vhich belong to cvcn earlier and lcss en- 
lightened stages, and whole reginaents of philosophcrs 
or theologians arc employed for agcs iii putting glosscs 
on ancient and barbarie ide at which the world 
cvcntually laughs. Howcver, wc nccd not linger here 
over these ancicnt ways of regarding lire. Thc man 
who keeps his God at a moral lcvcl vhich we disdain 
ourselves rarely listens to argnment. IIc protects 
his " faith " by believing that it is a mortal sin (in- 
volving sentence of hell) to rcad any book that wonld 
examine it critieally. It is a most ilgenious arrange- 
ment by which thc doctrine of a vindictive God protects 
itselî against moral progress. 
Now any suggestion that God sent this war upon 
Europe--whether as a judgment on the clergy, or a 
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judgment on unbclicvcrs, or a judgment on thc arro- 
gance of thc Gcrmans, etc.is part of this old bar- 
barism, and may bc disrearded. It conceives that 
God is vindictivc, and at thc saine rime assures us 
that ('hristiauity srnly condenms vindictiveness. It 
allows God to deai mighty b]oxx at those who affront 
him, and tcIls mon fo bcar affront with paticncc and 
turn ihc othcr check [(, thc smitcr. It is simply part 
of ihat mixture and c(»nfusion of old and new ideas 
which a codi[icd religio always cxhibi[s. We pass 
it by, and [urn fo morc scrious considcrations. I pass 
bv also ccccntric idc:ts of I)ciiv likc those of Sir Olivcr 
Lodgc or Mr. G. B. Shaxxtwo oraclcs who havc bccn 
sitgul«trly silcnt on thc rcligious aspect of thc war. 
Lct us cxaminc ihc nmi rc]igious problem as broadly 
and as hoicst]y as wc caI. 
Thc tirst and chier rcllcction tiret occurs to any nmn 
who docs thus scriously cxamine the relation of the 
war to theism is that, af[cr all, it is hot so easy to 
discntaugle [heology froin tlic crnde old doetnes 
whieh our morc libcral divincs think they have aban- 
doncd. Thcy tcll us that thcy do hot bclievc in a 
vindictivc 1)city, []cy disdain [hc doctrine of eternal 
punishmcnt, they smilc al nmny of the Judaic concep- 
tions of Jchovah in the Ohl Testament. d is the 
all-holy and bcncvolcnt ruler of the universe. They 
refuse to bclicve that the souls of sinners and un- 
believcrs are torturcd for over after death, and trust 
the whole seheme of things fo the love and justice of 
d. 
The gra»'e diffieulty of tbis enlightened theology, 
indeed of ail theology, is the immense amount of 
pain and evil in the mfiverse, and this mighty war we 
are considering purs it in a vcry aeute form. It is 
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anausing to look back Oll bOlllC of thc lines of apologctics 
in reccnt years. Thcrc was a school of 1)eoplc, following 
some " profound " rcligious thinkcr, who held that 
cvil was " only rcldivc." Thcy made thc wonderful 
discovery tllat everything rcal is good, in the mct«t- 
physical scnse, :nd ('vil is tmrc«d. Evil, they sa|d, is 
mcrc]y the negation, tllc falling-short, of good; and 
)'ou do hot ask for thc creator or C«tlISe oï a ncgative 
thing. More rcccntly a school cdcavourcd to corne 
to their assistance with thc .tiscovcry tiret pain docs 
hot really ex|st cri ail. Onc did imt nccd to klmw 
philosophy or science i ol'dcr to rcalisc t|mt a sensation 
of lmin is j,,st as positive and rc«d a thing as a sensation 
of plcasure ; or that, although dcath is onl!! t|m ncga- 
tion of liïc, Olle is rcal|y entitled to ask why one's dear 
child is thus " neg«tt«d " at the age of six or twclve. 
Thon thcrc came this ncv ,chool with its discovcry 
that pain does hot ex|st, l)cath, of course, is an cntry 
into a more glorious lifc bcyond; pain is an illusion 
to bc banishcd by rcsoh,tc thought. Thesc childish 
symposia wcre interruptcd cvcry ïcw ycttrs by somc 
disastrous carthquakc, thc sinking of a grcat lincr, an 
epidcmic of disease, a famine, and so on ; but thc pious 
philosophcrs bravely struggl«d on. One may trust 
that the war bas reduccd them to silence, and that wc 
need hot linger over them. 
Thcn there was the school wh|ch sought dcspcratcly 
to find good in evil. A man or woman is strickcn with 
disease. Very oftcn it brings with it a softcning, an 
improvcmcnt, of character; either in thc patient or 
in thc nurses, or in both. 01,1" rcligious plfilosophers 
fancied thcy caught in this a glilnpsc of thc divine 
plan: cancer was an instrument of righteousness in 
the hands of the Almighty, thc bacillus of tuberculosis 
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was a moral agcncy. They dctected cases in which 
adverse fortunc had sobcrcd and softcncd a man: 
thc fingcr of Providence. In France thcrc was a 
vcry considcrablc rctttrn to thc Catholic Church, and 
rccovcry of its power, aftcr thc disastrous war of 1870. 
hl thc south of Italy thcrc is ahvays much lcss scxual 
frccdom for a timc aïter ail carthquakc bas buried a 
fcw tcns of thousands undcr thc ruins of their bouses. 
I would undcrtakc to fill a quarto volumc with instances 
of good things which arosc out of or followed upon evil 
cxpcrlcnccs. Wc saw that thc prcscnt war is bcing 
cxamincd in thc samc respect. Thcrc are "grcat 
spiritual opl)ortunitics ": hnndrcds of thousands of 
yomg mctl arc bcing compclled (by thc authoritics) 
to go to church who had hot bccn for ycars; thc diffcr- 
eut dcnominations arc fratcrnising as they ncvcr did 
bcforc; thc churchcs arc rathcr fullcr thau thcy had 
bccn of latc: charity is awakencd on a prodigious 
scalc ; zcal for an ideal (thc violatcd pcace of Bclgium) 
is dragging mcu c-cn from out slums to the colours. 
lIcrc again onc could at lcast fill a moderatc treatisc 
with thc things achicved; and bcyond them ail is 
thc unuttcrcd vision of thc crowdcd churches at the 
triumphant closc of thc war, pcrhal)S that long-covctcd 
rcligious rcvival. 
Thcrc is no doubt whatcvcr that this theory of thc 
war will be assidmsly prcsscd whcn nature has drawn 
hcr green mantlc once more over the blackcncd area 
of the war and our hearts are liftcd up by thought of 
victory. It is already being urgcd, and I would add a 
littlc to thc comments I havc ahady passed on it. 
Thc clcrgy would do wcll to realise that, whatever 
virtuc this thcory may bave in soothing the minds and 
dissolving thc doubts of their followers, to an outsider 
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it. scems monstrous. In thc tirst place, it includes no 
scnsc of propoloEion, and amonnts to a colossal untruth. 
Wc must surcly takc into account thc «mount of cvii 
inflietcd md the amount of good that ensues. Tke 
siekness, for instmee. One would imagine that. if 
Christians serionsly believe that illness is sent by Goal 
to achieve eert.in saluhry modifieations of elmraeter, 
they ought st.renuously to oppose the modern determina- 
tion to oeduee disease to « nfinimum. They do hot, 
and vould, on the eontmry, soon wduee to silcnee any 
religious erank vho proposcd it. They know pcrfeetly 
well tlmt the cases of " spiritual advantage" from 
illness bear no proportion wlmtever to the monnt 
of suffcring in the world. Slight but painful illnesses 
rarcly lmve any benefieent cffcet on eharacter; vcry 
frequently the reverse. Any large eity, at any given 
moment, is raekcd with pains xxhieh do but give fisc 
to eurses, or a polite cquivalent. Most of thc irritation 
and rveion of eharaetcr is due to morbid influences. 
And for every case in whieh a long illness issnes in 
some signal advanee of eharaeter, a hundrcd otbers 
eould be quoted in vhieh the illness was an unmitigated 
calamity. So it is with bcreavement and with ad- 
versity of fortune. Look honestly into the experienec 
of my cls of the eommunity, and ask in what pro- 
portion of ees narrowness of means, espeei«dly after 
eomfort, brings a "spiritual advantage." 
So it is above all with this war. Any mm 
thinks that. the avfnl perversion of the elmracter of a 
gat. European peoplc, the death of seh vst numbcrs 
in sueh painful cireumstanees, the ruin of fmher 
millions, mad ail t.he innnmerablc ugly oesults of a 
great war, wcre worth bringing aut in ordcr to 
seeure a few spiritual advmtagvs h neither scnse 
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of proportion nor scnse of deecney nor sense of humour. 
Thc thcory would be too repulsive if it were ])ut in 
this plain form, and it is morc tsual mere]y to point 
out thcsc good rcsults and hint that war is hot abso- 
lutcly and in cvcry r(.spcct an cvil. As if any person 
evcr sai(I that it was. The point is simple, and ought 
hot to bc obscurcd. A fcw incidcntal advantages do 
not rccoucile us to this colossal misery, suffcring, and 
wastc, and do hot in thc slightest degree alleviatc the 
position of the man who thinks that God dircctcd 
human evcnts to tbis awful consumnmtion. If an 
carthly nflcr cmploycd such agcncies to educate his 
subjects, with such an cxtraordinary disproportion 
betwecn the suffcring inllictcd and the rcsults attained, 
what shouid wc think of him ? 
The parallcl rcminds us that of infinite wisdonl we 
exl)cCt infinitcly more than of a hunlan ruler. Once 
unintclligcnt nature had a crude, wasteflll, hard 
nlethod of producing new and higher types of lire. 
Man, having intellig('nec, produees the sanie result 
without ,vaste or suffering. Wc cxpect inuneasurably 
hio'hcr procedurc of such an intelligence as Christians 
aseribe to God. Ont can undcrstand the man who 
savs that thc plan of such an intelligence might be 
beyond human ken, but I ara discussing the opinions 
of pcople who contend that thcy bring it within 
human kcn. In faet, there is no nccd here to renlind 
us of the mysteriousncss of the ways of an infinite 
intelligence. If the war was designed for certain 
praetical uscs, such as those we have had suggested 
by various divines, ont may reply at once that a more 
brutal and unjust wav of attaining those ends could 
hot have l.en deviscd. It is almost impossible to 
conceivc any man seriously entertaining the notion. 
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Yet ail thc jubilation and thanksgiving tha¢ will follow 
the war, ail thc supplication that accompanies its 
fortuncs to-day, and thc wh«de tcaching of ('hristian 
lheology, imply that Goal did direct the political 
movements and mililary ambi¢ions which have culmi- 
a¢cd in thc war. Even a lmman statcsman could lmvc 
devicd a lcs terrible method of attaining any end that 
bas yct becn conceived for thc war. Thc idca of tbe 
war a a ])unishmclt is (lSte logical and intelligible. 
though rive lmndrcd 3Tars out of date. Blt thc idt.a 
of th(' war as a medicilal or a c(hlc«tivc l)roccss has 
ucithçr logic nor int(,lligibility, and does hot cvcn 
at[ain that coistcncy wiih modcrn cthical senti- 
ments which it sccks. Thc c«dossal amount of suffering 
inflictcd on innocent peçq)lc and on childrcn purs it 
cntivlv out of court. 
Thirdly, this thcory, as I said, raiscs thc question 
whcthcr the end justifies thc means. Hcoe we havc 
anothcr ilhlstration of the way in vhieh ('hristian 
dogma keeps the Christian conscience in many nmtters 
behind thc ethical sentiment of thc agc. Many libcral 
divines would express gcnuinc rcpugnancc at Arch- 
bishop Carr's view of thc war; yct somc of thc mot 
libcml of thcse divines and laymen arc almost as 
backward in anothcr direction. Thcy jnstify thc 
vorld-pcess through which wc aoe struggling on thc 
ground Chat it xvill, we hopc, isstlC in a noblcr ordcr of 
[hings : of the var, in l)aicular, tiret hol)c is enter- 
taincd, and to thc war, accordingly, this theory of 
justification is apl)licd. That is a cc of thc end 
justifying the mcans. ('hristian t hinkers arc advancing 
so rapidly and crratically that in somc cases wc arc 
hot clcar whether thc writcr docs or does ot regard 
God as infinite in power «md intclli'ncc. Wc mav 
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ignore thesc fcw cases. Thc va.st majority cmphatically 
hold that vicw. In thcir regard wc can say only what 
has bccn said a lmndrcd rimes. Vhcthcr you spcak 
of thc world-process in gcneral or any l)articular cruel 
phase of it, sueh as this war, you maintain that God 
chose, out of many conceivable ways, thc ont way that 
is markcd by cruelty and soffcring. An infinitc God 
is hot so confincd in thc choicc of mcans. And just 
as wc say of thc world-|)rocc.s in gcncral, tlmt to boi|d 
thc smmicr lires of a rcmotc gcncration on thc surfer- 
ings of this ,qnd carlicr gcucrations implics a grave 
inju.ticc to as, so wc mnst say of thc war. No spiritual 
advantagcs to thosc ho snrvivc will reconcilc us to 
thc suffcring and the loss of thosc who fcll in thc tragic 
combat. I spcak imp('rsonally. It hapl)cns that I 
have no ncar relatives of military age, and leithcr I 
nor any near relative is likely to suffcr by thc war. 
But whcn I broo(I over thc agony of thc less ïortunate 
millions, over thc llarroving cxpericnce of Bclgians, 
Polcs, and Serbs, «)ver thc wholc ghastly orgy of blood 
and tears in Europe, I fecl nmttcrablc disdain of these 
paltry efforts to justify thc ways of God to man. 
Let us look a little decper into thc marrer. No 
doubt the plain statcmcnt that Go(l " sent " or causcd 
this war will excite a certain rel)ogamnce in many 
Christian minds. Thcy vill prcfcr to say that God 
" permitted " it. M:u has " ïrcc hll," and it is the 
plan of providcnce to give a CCloEain play to this frec 
will. When man has broiscd llis sins--more frc- 
qucntly the shins of other peoplc--God may, on being 
sopplicatcd snfficient]y, issue his veto and put matters 
right. I ana quitc acquaintcd, ïrom a severe theo- 
logical cdncation, with the more lcarlmd language in 
vhich this theory is expresscd by thcologians, but I 
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prefer to deal with it as it exisCs in the words of most 
preachers and the minds of most Christians. 
It would be impossible hcrc to dc at any lcn.h 
with the doctrine of frce will. Unlcss you conccive 
it in some novel and irrclevant scnse, as Professor 
Bergson docs, it is a very much dispntcd thing amongst 
the experts whose bnsiness it is to inform us on the 
subject--our psychologists. hc majority of modcrn 
psychologists seem to rcjcct it altogethcr. On the 
other hand, no thcologian bas evcr yet rcconcilcd it 
in any intelligible schcme with the SUl)poscd omni- 
potencc of God. But it is hot ncccssary to enter into 
these abstrnse considcraions. Lct us takc tire marrer 
in the eonerete. 
l¥e look baek o-day on a long series ol  proeesses 
and eireumstanees whieh eullninate in the war. here 
is the whole history of Germany for a hundred and 
fiïty years inspiring the German people with a bias 
toward aggressive war; there are the eeonontie and 
geographieal eireumstanees whieh, at the end of the 
nineteenth eentury, begin to make it think again of 
aggressive war; there is the overflowing population, 
bred by order of the elergy who stupidly eondemn an 
rtifieial restrietion of births; there is the eoineident 
trouble of Austria with the Slavs, of ngland with 
ils subjeet peoples, and so on. In the eyes of the 
eareful student  hundred lines of eireumstanee and 
development have led to this war. he melodramtie 
idea that it ail springs from the free will of the I(aiser, 
or of a gronp of soldiers and statesmen, need hot be 
seriously eonsidered. ]loreover, even when we intro- 
dttee the personal element--and the personality of 
the I(aiser has had a very eonsiderable inflnenee--it 
is Ioolish to throw the whole burden on free will. 
G 
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The mood and outlook and ambition of the Kaiscr 
take their colour from his notoriously morbid nervous 
framc. In a word, you have a mighty concurrence of 
movements, whcthcr aets of will or otherwise, con- 
vcrging in all parts of Europe toward this war. Yas 
God indiffcrent to the whole of those movements ? 
Those movements are l)articularly traceable in 
Erope dnring the last fourteen years. Before that 
there was a similar concurrence of movements eventn- 
ating in the Sonth Afriean "War; and in the mean- 
rime a series of proeesses and eireumstanees had given 
us the Russo-Japanese War and the Balkan-Turkish 
War and the Mexiean War. So we might go over the 
wars of the nincteenth eentury and ail earlier wars. 
The "permissiveness " or indifferenee of the ruler of 
the universe grows amazingly. In the meantime we 
had mighty catastrophes like the sinking of the Titanic 
and other ships, the earthquakes at Messina and else- 
where, famines and epidemies and floods in various 
places, and great numbers of murders, railway and other 
accidents, etc. V'e begin to ask wlwre the ruling of 
the nniversc cornes in at all, and, as far as human 
events go, all that we tan gathcr in the way of reply 
is that somctimcs individuals who pray vcry fervcntly 
gct their discascs healcd or their coffers fillcd; and 
cvcn thcsc claires do hot pass rational inquiry. 
Nov here is thc prccisc difficulty of thc nnbelicvcr, 
and this prcsent tragcdy nmkcs it acute. We ask our 
ncighbour, or scck in somc learncd thcological trcatise, 
what arc the indicatioas of this govcrnmcnt of the 
univcrsc, and wc arc told about thc making of stars 
and thc dccoration of flovcrs and the putting of 
instincts into animais or prctty pattcrns on thcir 
skins. But whcn wc point out that thc really ira- 
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portant thing in out part of thc univcrsc is this hmmn 
lifc of ours, impcrfcct]y protcctcd as yct against 
discasc and malice (whicl is largcly discasc) and natterai 
forces, thc thcologian has no clcar cvidcncc to producc. 
Evcn thc evidcncc hc draws from stars and flowers 
and pcacocks' tails and sunscts, with which hc is, as 
a ru]c, vcry impcrfcctly acquaintcd, is, of course, 
hcatcdly disputcd, and thc propcr authoritics on thcsc 
subjccts arc, on thc wholc, hot wcll disposcd tovard bis 
intcrl)rctation. But wc nccd not considcr that hcrc. 
Whcrc wc shonld most logically cxpcct thc hand of 
Providence is in thc human ordcr, bccausc in that 
mlcr catastrophe is infinitcly more important, in cw 
of man's capacity for pain. Yct it is prcciscly i] 
regard to this ordcr that thc thcologian is vagucst and 
lcast satisfactory. Hc talks grandly of God moving 
cvcry atom i] thc nnivcrsc, counting thc hairs of our 
hcads, numbcriag (but hot prcvcnting) thc rail of thc 
.parrows, and so on ; but whcn wc ask for thc cvidcncc 
of God's conccm with contcmporary hunmn cvcnts 
hc is vcry vague if thcy arc good cvcnts, and, if thcy 
arc cvil, hc hastily disclaims any intcrfcrcncc of thc 
Dcity. Somc of out more advanccd thcologians arc 
claiming that thc fincst improvcment thcy havc madc 
in thcir science is to havc brought God from without 
the univcrsc (whcrc no thcologian had cvcr put him) 
and make him in»mnet in it. But they seem just 
as incapable as the others to trace lais interposition in 
human events. 
Theologians still maintain a valiant aad stubborn 
fight against seientifie men, but they do hot fight 
historians. They are very keen on nmintaining the 
influence of God over atoms and stars and roses and 
birds, but hot hall so keen to x6ndieate it in tle lire 
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of man. The story of the world, our world, may bc 
divided into thrce chapters : a chapter describing the 
monlding of the globe and thc rocks, a c]laptcr dcscrib- 
ing thc slow evolution of t]lc plants and animais, and 
a chapter dcscribing thc antics and fortunes of man. 
Somc may snrrender thc first chaptcr to science, some 
thc second chapter, but il looks as if they ail surrcndcr 
the third. Thcy }lave long been accustomed to sur- 
rcndcr thc early part, and very much thc longer and 
more laborious part, of nlan's story to natural forces, 
or thc dcvil. Then there was a melodranlatic notion 
that God, after the lapse of hundreds of thousands of 
years, began to take an interest in one very small 
pcople and kept rcvealing things to it, and smiting its 
encmies, until Cristianity was given to the world. 
History tells the story in a totally different way. We 
find the stream of moral and religious evolution 
flowing stcadily on nineteen hundred years ago, much 
as we do to-day. Al this point, of course, thc theo- 
loan does make a strnggle dth the historian. In 
proportion to the inlperfeetness of his eultltre and the 
backwardness and conservatism of his Chnreh, he 
fights for miraeulous interpositions in human events 
nineteen hundred years ago. Bnt we need hot delay 
to examine that differenee of opinion, because the 
later period suffiees for my purpose. 
A few theologians, hot well aeqnainted fith history, 
see anothcr miraetflous interposition in the fourth 
eentury, when Christianity was established ; and the 
Roman Catholie--in the intellectual rear, as usual-- 
believes in hundreds of nliraeulous interpositions, in 
small matters, as late as the year 1914. But in order 
to take a broad view of thc nmtter wc may leave these 
eontroversies with the more reactionary on one side. 
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Thc history oî Europe for the last flïtecn centurics at 
least is now cntrustcd to able laymcn, ald it has bccn 
purgcd of divine interpositions, hmumcrable myths 
and lcgcnds, oftcn bascd on what arc now acknowlcdgcd 
to bc spurious documents, bave bccn cast out of the 
science, and wc are prescntcd with a quite continuous 
and purcly natural scqucnce of evcnts. Rcligious 
historians like Bishop Crcighton or Lord Brycc do hot 
tiud thcir pcriods brokcn by divine interpositions ; the 
writcrs of thc Cambridgc History do hot. occasionallv 
arrcst us beforc some grcat event and waru us that the 
chain of human causation sccms to bc obscure or dis- 
continuous. Thcre arc, of course, problcms of history, 
but thcy are not obscuritics which, like ¢he obscure 
places in science, tcmpt the thcologan to enter and 
claire a divine interposition. Thc story is from 
bcginning to cnd--to use Nietzsche's phrase--" hurnan, 
all too human." On the wholc, as it has bccn hithcrto 
,vritten, itis a story of wars, and, though patriotic 
picty purs its gloss on thc issue of a war hcre and therc, 
the historian docs hot find any scrious problcm in 
them. No Frcnch historian will now clairn divine 
action in the Napolconic wars, and assurcdly fcw of us 
are preparcd to see the linger of God in the fortunate 
issue of Prussia's many campaigns since Frcdcrick the 
Grcat. 
Vhatever we may think of the eosmie proeess 
gcnerally, the human part of that process does not 
encourage a theological interpretation. Man is work- 
ing out his own dcstiny, and doing it ill. We see him, 
like some pedlar plodding along a country road under 
his burdens, carrying through whole centuries insti- 
tutions and idcas and follies that he will eventually 
shed. )Vhen he drops thern, there is no more element 
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of miracle or revelation in his action than when he 
diseovers thc use of steam or of aluminium or of the 
speetroscope. IIis mind expands and his ideals fise. 
It is a little ineongruous to supposc that somc infinitely 
wiser and affectionate parent was looking on all the 
rime and giving no assistance. In thc dialogam 
bctwccn Mcphistophclcs and God which Goethc pro- 
fixes to his Faust, the devil obviously scores. In the 
sight of such an intelligence man must have madc a 
prctty fool of himsclf during thc last 1500 ycars. We 
human beings are more charitable. Takc thc whole 
story as thc gradual development of hunaan intelligence 
and emotion under unfavourablc political conditions, 
hampcred by a dcspotic and perverse clcrgy, and it 
sccms natural enough. 
This is thc impression onc gets from history, and 
the ncarcr history is to out own timc and thc bettcr 
we know it, the lcss it suggcsts a divine guidancc. 
There is something parochial or rural about the 
avcrage Christian way of looking at evcnts. One 
day thc German Christian goes to ehurch to thank 
God for driving the Russians out of East Prussia; 
the next day the English Christian thanks the saine 
God for killing or wounding 20,000 Gernmns at Neuve 
Chapelle--with thc help of 850 guns. Yet such 
things as these are the only claims we bave offercd 
to us of thc action of God in human events. Ncithcr 
the steps that man takcs onward nor thc steps that ho 
takes backward are ascribed to divine influence. Ail 
that is claimed is that when a ship goes down, for 
instance, he saves thc saved, and " pernfits " thc test 
to be drowncd ; when a war has bccn raging for a few 
montlm by his " permission," ho purs a stop to it 
when one army is worn out. The unbelievcr is really 
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cntitled to a good deal of sympathy for hs inabiliey 
to follow this toruous reasoning with confidcncc. 
One cannot entircly blame him for being more intercstcd 
in the heart of man than in thc pctals of a rosc. 
These considera¢ions arc, of coursc, hot novcl. I 
ara only applying to tbis special case of thc war a 
diffieulty that ]las been diseusscd in all a.gcs, and has 
bCCll aeutely felt by very able rcligious thinkers. 
How a group of bishops cml sit dowll to writc, in vcry 
dcliberate and clegant language, that such a calamity 
as this nlakes thc soul more sensible of "the approach 
of Christ " is ont of the many littlc mystcries of the 
elerieal mind. It has prcciscly the opposite effeet in 
any logieal nfind. When thc way of lire is smooth, 
and our nation or hoirie is prospcring, we nmy be 
gcnially disposcd to tbink that God is near and is 
looking after us as well as thc sparmws. But when a 
black storm bursts suddetdy and disastronsly on us; 
when the earth shakes thcir roofs on ton thousmld of 
out fellows, or a grcat ship strikes a rock and ponts a 
laughing crowd suddcnly into the lap of death; when 
vast provinces are laid desolatc by war, and we sec tbe 
tons of thousands elasping thc hand of their loved ones 
for the last rime, it seems rather uncanny that this 
should suggest to any pcrson the approaeh of Christ. 
To very many pcoplc it is a confirmation of the general 
impression they get from the world-proeess and thc 
story of man: that these great forces deploy and 
interlaee and build up and destroy without the slightest 
intervention from without. 
In out rime, we must remember, this diftieulty had 
already been enormously inereased. St. Augustine, 
who felt the problem aeutely in the prime of his 
intelligence, had really a very mueh lighter task than 
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the modcrn divine, tte had merely to suggest why 
evil was pcrmittcd in the narrow world he knew; and 
he had the grcat advantage of being able to appeal to 
a primitive sin and primitive punishment of the race. 
The problcm bccame more serious when original sin, 
or at least the notion that thc race might justly be 
damned for one man's fault, was abandoned. It 
became gravcr stil| whcn science discovered the tombs 
of inhabitants of this globe who had li-ed during 
millions of earlier years, and showed that the very law 
of their lifc and progress was strugglc against evil. 
Every attempt to minimise the struggle of those 
carlicr ages bas failcd. At a rime whcn there was 
no possibility of "spiritual advantage" there was 
acutc consciousness of pain, the struggle and suffcring 
were prodigious. Thcistic litcraturc of the last hall 
century, growing more wcary and more wistful in 
each decade, reflccts the increasing diiTiculty. If any 
man can see iii this war a relief of the difficulty, and 
not an appa|ling accentuation and illustration of it, 
he must be giftcd with a peculiar type of mind and 
emotion. It is more probable that an increasing 
number wi|l conclude that, if God is indifferent to 
these things, they will be indiffercnt to him. Professor 
William James, in his lZarieties ofReligious Experience, 
declarcd that thc on|y gods thc men of the new genera- 
tion would rccognise would be gods of some use to 
them. Thc war does hot encourage the chances of 
the Christian God. 
A few modcrn rcligious thinkers seem to imagine 
that thcy have found some relief by devising the 
formula that God's plan is to "co-operate ith man," 
and in those modern advanccs which I have freely 
admitted they see indications of this co-operation. 
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This new formula is not a whit bettcr than the other 
phrases which bave, at various stages, been regardcd 
by rcligious pcoplc as profound thoughts. In the 
recent history of anoral progrcss we have, as a rule, a 
minority of high-miuded men and women struggling 
to impress their scntinents on the inert majority. 
The new thcologian is hot dauntcd in the application 
of lais thcory by the fact that a large proportion of 
thcse pioncers did hot bclieve in God at all, so I will 
hot discuss that aspect; though no doubt the plain 
man wili find it intercstiug to trace hoir, iii the earlier 
aud more diflicult days of modcrn lmnmlfism, so few 
of thc refornlcrs wcre Christiml ministcrs and so many 
Rationalists. Front the historical point of view, how- 
evcr, we find this line of dcvclopmcnt quite intelligible. 
We filld, for instance, Robert Owen (a great Rationalist) 
advocating the substitution of arbitration for war 
nearly a century ago, and we discovcr thc earlier sources 
of Owen's enthusiasm iii English Radicals like Godwin, 
who were affccted by the early Frcnch Revolutionaries, 
who had been influenced by Rousseau, and so on. It 
is a quite natnral evolution of ideas, as they find a 
congenial soil in each gencration in certain types of 
temperamcnt. But wherc arc the traces or what was 
the nature of God's co-operation with thcse men ? 
Looking to their gcuerally heterodox charactcr and 
the hostility of the Churches to them, the idea is hot 
without humour; but, even if we reconcile ourselves 
to this peculiar fcaturc, anything in the nature of 
positive evidence of divine actiou is wholly lacking, 
and we can understand the whole process without it. 
The theory is mcrely a desperate and unfounded 
assertion of men who arc determined that God shall 
hOt be lcft out. 
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Thcre is a furthcr gravc difficulty. Olle would 
imagine that tlm kind oï patcrnal affcction which is 
ascribcd to God would have induccd him to intervcne 
at an carlier stagc. The kind of fathcr who co-opcrates 
with the more giftcd and ambitious of his childrcn, 
and docs nothing for thc lcss giftcd and sluggish, is a 
narrov-mindcd and narrow-hcartcd nan. Affection 
turlls rathcr to thosc who cannot hclp thcmsclvcs, or 
vho nccd judicious and constant inspiration. This 
vicv we arc COlsidcring is e'cn lcss flattcring fo God, 
bccause thc aspiring childrcn of thc ninctecnth and 
tvcntieth ccnturics sccm ablc to disl)CnSe with his 
co-opcration, whilc thc ignorant and pricst-riddcn 
childrcn of carlicr agcs could do littlc of thcmsclves. 
Thc thcologians who havc fOulld this ncw formula are 
of thc morc libcral school. Thcy do not attribute 
all the bhmdcrs and crimes and fai]urcs oï the Middlc 
Agcs fo free wil], to a shccr and dclibcrate obstinacy 
in clinging to cvil. Thcy rcalise the ovcrpowcring 
na¢urc oï the cnvironmcnt and thc drastic discouragc- 
ment by the clcrgy of anything likc novclty or initiative 
iii cthics. It was thcn that mail nccdcd God, if thcre 
is a God. But, on this thcory, God argucd ith the 
acadcmic wisdom of a mcdieval theologian; hc con- 
cludcd that mcdicval mcn wcrc quitc capable of 
originating modclm idcas, and hc -ould hot co- 
opcrate until thcy did. Thc tlmory is prcpostcrous in 
c»'cry respect. 
Finally, we havc thc ver)- largc class of candid or 
of hopclessly puzzlcd Christians 'ho give up the 
marrer as a mystery. Thcy do hot undcrstand how 
this ruling of thc univcrsc which ¢.hey secm to sce 
clcarly in stars and flowcrs should bccome so obscure 
or disappcar altogcther in thc human ordcr. They 
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rcalisc that, if this war wcrc an isolatcd occurrencc, 
thcy might imagine God holding his hand for a scason, 
for somc rcason unkuown to us ; but thcy know that it 
is hot an isolatcd occurrcncc: it is part of the human 
ordcr of things. It bas bccn prcccdc(| by oihcr wars 
at intcrvals of cvcry fcw years, and war itsclf is onlv 
onc of a scrics of catastrophcs and calamitics that 
splash thc human chroniclc with innoccnt blood. 
Thcy givc it up, sorrowfully, and find a rhin consola- 
tion in lcarncd fornmloe al)ut thc impossibiliiy of a 
finitc mind undcrstanding an infinitc mind, and so 
on: wh|ch givc, as I say, rhin consolation, for onc 
may at least see that an infiniic bcncvolencc ought 
hot to act worse than a moderatc human bcncvolencc. 
Now if there were any very strong cvidencc of divine 
ruling outsidc the humau order, wc might find a certain 
amount of logic in this position. The mystery of a 
God who moves tbc stars and inspires thc becs, yet 
lcavcs man to his own mlhappy inlptdses (after 1)utting 
thosc inlpulscs in him), would bc, onc inlagincs, pain- 
ful enough ; but if thcrc wcrc irrcsistiblc evidcncc that 
God docs more the stars and quickcn thc bird and 
bcast, wc might be compcllcd to rcconcilc oursclves to 
that unhappy dilcmma. Thcrc is, howcvcr, no such 
irresistible evidence. This is hot the placc to cxamine 
such evidence as is adduccd. I must be content to 
rccall the fact that it is ail highly controverted; that 
thcologians tear to picccs cach other's " proofs " of 
thc existence of God; and that a largc and iucreasing 
body of cultivated men and womcn discard thc evidence 
entircly. So that, in thc last rcsort, thc situation is 
this : on the one hand we have a number of very dis- 
putable suggcstions, wh|ch are growing faintcr in 
proportion as science investigates thesc matters, of 
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divine action in stars and rocks and reptilcs, and on 
the other hand we have a stupendous mass of suffering, 
starting millions of ycars ago at the vcry birth of 
eonsciousncss and piled up mountains high in this 
year 1915, which no thinkcr bas ever yet reconciled 
with thc notion of a divine ruling of the lire of man. 
This fs a vcry gmvc and plain situation, and if the 
clergy bave nothing more to say about it than to 
borrow from an ancicnt IIcbrcw certain offensive gibes 
at the unbclievcr, or to offcr us the kind of apologies 
we examincd in the last chapter, one must conclude 
that thcy do hot realise the situation. The war bas 
terribly accentuated the most terrible difficulty they 
ever had to face. Whethcr there fs intelligence mani- 
festcd in nature fs, after ail, an academic question 
which does hot profoundly stir the modern world. 
Whether there fs benevolence, a moral personality, 
rcflccted in thc course of man's history fs the much 
more important question. And this appalling calamity 
will induce many to takc a more candid view of the 
world-proccss and concludc that, as far as the critical 
eye can sec, nmn's world scems to be left entirely to 
his ox»ïa efforts, to his own crimes and bhmdcrs and 
aspirations. 



CIIAPTER V 

TIIE ItU.N ALTERNATIVE 

I17 the observations I have nmde in the preceding 
chapters are evcn approximately just, the hope whieh 
many of the clergy express, that Ihere will be a re- 
ligious reviv:tl at the close of the war, is very singular. 
No doubt it means, ou the vhole, that some advantage 
to religion will be sought in thc flood of genial and 
generous emotion which will surge through the countr.v. 
In Gerln0ay and Austria, one imaghes, religion will 
bave a rough experience. The people who wrote and 
rcpeated constantly, " Gott strafc Egland "--vhieh, 
by the way, is another proof that the general Gcrman 
attitude is theological rather than humanist--vill bave 
a few serious questions to put to the clergy, as well 
as to their secular rulers. Ia France, dcspite the 
reports of hterested people, therc will be little change. 
Thc nation, being overwhelmhgly Rationalistic, relied 
on its 75-centimetre guns rather than on prayer, and 
will fmd its 5sdoln justified. But in England mad 
Russia, and hx the baekward Slav countries, there will 
be mighty flag-wavhg in Chureh, and no doubt a 
great number of hot very thoughtîul people will con- 
clude that the clergy and the Y.M.C.A. and the Salvation 
Army have behaved very nicely over the whole affair, 
and there will be, for a rime, an increased attendmce 
at ehureh. 
Wc may suppose that this emotional storm will hot 
95 
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last long, and thc nation will scttlc down to facc thc 
bill, thc empty chairs at home, and the disorganisation 
of its industrics. Thcn will arise the questions I have 
bccn cndcavouring to m»wcr in this little book. Thc 
clerg'y behavcd very wcll during the war, short of 
vohmteering in aly eonspieuous numbcr for active 
service; but what is the sense of this lofty nmssage of 
" peaee on earth and good-will anmng men " whieh 
never pl)duecs any result ? The Churehes are fairly 
eager to join in the work of pcace now that it is bcing 
promotcd by lage associations of laynmn ; but where, 
in the naine of heaw.n, were thcy during these " agcs 
of faith " whieh they bcmoan ? God may eonccivably 
havc bccn at work somcwhere anmng the batterics or 
the infantry of the Allies--it is so very diffieult to 
analyse these things--but we should be hfinitely more 
grateful if he had assertcd his power earlier and spared 
us all the bloodshed. IIe nmy be a very stern sehool- 
toaster, tcaehiug us a valuable lesson by means of this 
war; but we were rcally quite open fo conviction if 
he had sent us the lesson la a more humane rotin. A 
great nmny good peOlfle may have derived spiritual 
adv,ntages from the war, but the price was stupendous, 
and we would rathcr thcy got their .piritual advantag'es 
in another way. 
These questions and reflcetions must surely anse, 
and they wfll lead to larger refleetions. Mon 11 per- 
ccive the antithesis I poiltted out between ail that is 
elaimcd for Christianity in Europe and the aetual 
condition of Europe ; lx-tween the supposed luminous 
traces of the fiuger of God ia the non-human world 
and the eomplete absence of them from the human 
world. From the salnples of elerieal eloquence whieh 
we have examined, we ean hardly suppose that the 
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clergy will have grcat succcss in meeting the inquirers. 
An enormous proportion of thcir followers, of course, 
will not ask questions, or will be satisficd with any- 
thing in the nature of an answcr. I heard a group of 
mon diseussing the subjcct in a rural alc-house, and 
the nost intelligent man in the group, to whom, as 
an edueated visi¢or, the natives looked up with respect, 
said: " SVar is God's way of pnrifying and braeing 
nations from rime to rime." This sort of stuff paeifics 
hundreds of ¢housmds : like ¢he shff that Arehbishop 
Carr round it possible o put bcfore his Australia 
Catholies. But inquiry and refleetiou grow among the 
adhcr«nts of the Churehcs, and, although ¢hc Press 
geuerally refuses o bring boo-ks of this eharaeter o 
the uotice of ¢he publie, and elcrgymen often stoop 
to the most despicable means to exelude them from 
bookstalls and shops, they scem to fmd a fairly large 
public to-day. Thiukhg is as necdful an exereise for 
¢he mind as work is for the body, and the only plausible 
gronnd on whieh you eau seck to snppress thhkhg 
about Chris¢ianity is ¢he fcar that it will hot bc good 
for Christianit y. 
Then vc shall bave the next aud hcvi¢able question : 
What vould you put h the place of Chritianity? 
Young men lu various paoEs of the conn¢ry luffl t[mt 
question at onc as iï it were really vcry serious, putting 
an end to ail dispute. .y person who is quite candkl 
and sineere about ¢hcse matters tan fmd the material 
for an answer easily enough. Take France. Forty 
years ago the ua¢iou was overwhelmingly Christim; 
to-day it is overwhehuing]y non-Christian. It [ms not 
put anythiag in the place of Christianity, and bas 
prospered renmrkably. There is a legacy of what is 
callcd vice whieh cornes doa from earlier religious 
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tinms, but any person who carcs fo examine criminal 
and other statitics, thc ouly positive tests of a nation's 
health, will fiud tllat France has bccn extraordinarily 
sueecssful without Christianity and without putthg 
anything in its place. There are, it is truc, moral 
lessous in its sehools, but I would hOt claire that they 
are mueh rcspousiblc : thc systcm is imperfcct, and 
the teaehers not wcll equippcd. Take out al]y Japan. 
The moral discipline of the nation, wttieh, in spire of 
some reeent deterioration through Western influence, 
is admirable, does hot test on religious foundations. 
Take London or my metropolis of modcrn Europe. 
The bulk of thc pcoplc ]lave ecased to reecive any 
influence from the rcprcsentatives of Christianity, yet 
there has been moral progress instead of deterioration. 
Those who speak of degcneration in London or Paris 
do hOt aeeurately know and cstimate the state of 
those eities in more religious rimes. 
This expefienee nfight be enlarged indefmitely, but 
one or two hastanees will suffiee for my purpose. The 
souudncss of these instances which I quote I have 
establishcd elscwhere, and the gcneral truth to whieh 
I refer nmy be suffieiently gathered from the words 
of the elerg T themselves. The rhetorieal way in whieh 
they eharacterise out tines is more or less typieal of 
the carelessness of their judgments and the strength 
of their prejudiees. Oue group of e]erieal writers, 
whieh generally hcludes the reigning Pope, speak in 
the darkest terres of our age and suggest that a sensible 
degeneration has followed the deerease of the hfluenee 
of the Churches. Another group, considering the 
remarkable spread of idealism in out generation, the 
growing demand for peaee, justice, and sobriety, claire 
that this mtal progTess, whieh they ealmot deny, is 
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due to some tardy rccognition of thc spirit of Christ : 
a strange contention, seeing that out age is lcss and 
less willing to hcar thc words of Christ and aseribes 
its sentiments to cntircly diff(,rcnt inspiration. I[cnee 
there are a fcw who frankly adroit that the idcalism 
, of modern rimes is to thcm a rcbnkc and a mystcry. 
One of thcse more sensitive rcligious writers once 
eonfessed to nie that the faet that the rimes beeame 
bettcr whilc thc influence of Christianity grcw less 
was to hiln a pcrplcxhg truth. 
The really honest social studcnt, who does hot 
measure his age by his prejudices, but fashions lais 
theories aceording to the earefully asecrtained faets, 
will try to diseover the causes of this phenomcnon. 
In those wide and varicd are.-s where it is observed, 
we eannot say that anything has takcn the place of 
Christianity. The Prcss somctimes flatters itsclf that 
it has taken the place of the pldpit, but opinions will 
differ in regard to its cfficaey as a moral ageney. On 
the whole, it is too apt to refleet the moral sentiments 
of tlle more rcaetionary, who are generally the most 
self-assertive, and it has no moral, as distiller fronl 
politieal, leadcrship. Thon thcrc arc Ethical and 
kindred soeieties whieh bold "services " of a humani- 
tarian character, and are to many people a substitute 
for thc Christimx Churchcs. Their influence is, however, 
restricted to a few thousand pcople in the wholc 
country, and signs are not wanting that their useful- 
ncss will be only transitory. Thc expcriencc of any 
careful observer is that the mass of people who cease 
to attend church desirc and need no subtitute what- 
ever for Christianity. The Rationalist literature which 
many of them read is, as a rtfle, of a high idealist 
character; but hcre agal thc influence is very re- 
tI 
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strictcd. No organiscd influence is at work fo any 
great cxtcnt as a successor to Christianity, yct if is 
indubitablc that, as Christian influence wancs, the 
tcmper of thc agc improvcs. 
This improvcmcnt must havc an adcquate cau.c, 
and it would bc mcrcly anothcr form of crudc social 
reasoning and of scctarian prcjudice to say, in thc 
rich languagc of thc oldcr auti-clcricals, that breakhig 
"' thc fcttcrs of superstition ,and pricstcraft " lcd of 
itself to such a rcsult. But this sanguine rhctoric 
docs contain or obscure a certain truth. Iai plain 
human languagc, whcn you prevcnt a man from rclying 
 )a thc old traditional inspirations, hc may for a timc 
bc tcmptcd to act vithout inspiration. Iat thc mattcr 
 )f his dcalings with his fellows it is au undcniablc fact 
that, on thc wholc, hc has hot bcen thus tcmpted. 
is absurd to hcap up ail thc contcmporary instances 
of corruption bi tradc and politics, loosencss in domcstic 
lire, and so on, mllcss you makc a similar study of 
the vices and crimes of an carlicr and more Christian 
gcncration, and carcïully compare thc two. It is hot 
a question whcthcr there is cvil in our gcncration ; it 
is a question whcthcr thcrc is more or lcss cvil than 
in carlicr gcncrations. I must bc pardoncd for reitcrat- 
ing this, bccausc, ,lthough this comprison is csscntial 
for forming an accuratc judgment on thc moral cffcct 
of thc decay of Christiauity, it is rarcly institutcd with 
thc lcast prctcnce of rigour. I havc sufficicntly studicd 
it in carlicr works (cspccially The Bible in Europe), 
and will hot rcpeat thc facts. Cottcr Morison, whom 
I quoted on an carly page, was wroug in his cxpecta- 
tion. The change from Christian to humanist inspira- 
tion is taking place without disordcr and with increashig 
advantagc. 
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Thc solution of this apparent problcm is really hot 
obscure. If the gelmine basis of human eonduct 
nccdcd an elaborate search---if it had to be rcvcalcd 
by a Dcity or laboriously cstablishcd by noral thcolo- 
gians or moral phi|osophcrs--no doubt the age of 
transition wou|d be an agc of di.ordcr, and a very 
eomprchensive educational organisation wou|d be 
needcd. But the truc basis of human eonduct is 
simple. Thcre arc, of course, Ratiolm|ists who fccl 
that some very abstruse "sèicnee of ethies " has to be 
eonstructcd as thc so]id foundation of eonduct; but 
this bas as |itt|e relation fo thc conduet of ordinary 
men as the lcarncd pcdants of thc science of prosody 
have to ordinary spcakcrs of prose. Expericnee is thc 
rem base and guide of eonduct, and it forecs itsclf on 
every man and woman, even on thc ehi|d. " Do unto 
others as you would that they should do tmto you " 
is the first principlc of morals; and to ineuleate it 
you nced neitht'r the thlmders of Jupiter nor the 
impressivc abstrnetions of a science of ethies : nor do 
you need any moral gcnius or philosophieal skill to 
diseover it. It is a fuie of lire that suggcsts itsclf 
spontaneously. It is a natural and prompt expression 
of the faet that out |ire is social : our acts havc the 
elosest relation to others besides ourselves. Now and 
again, perhaps, a man is telnptcd to assert his own 
personality, or seek his oa gratification, in sueh a 
way as to ignore his fcl|ows ; but he is usua|ly arrcsted 
before long by the simple expcrience that he himself 
suffers from the actions of others just as thcy may 
surfer from his eonduct. It is a lcsson of lire which 
one nccds no power of ana|ysis to lcarn. 
And the chier reason why the abandonment of 
the old doetrines is proeeeding without any moral 
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dcgcncration is that this expcricncc »vas rcally always 
the basis of general morality. Ye nc(d hot question-- 
it would be absurd to questiou--that rcfiued naturcs 
havc receivcd moral aid frm thcir bclicf in the pres- 
encc of Ged, or in a desire to plcasc Gcd bv acccpting 
thc law of virtue as a declaration of his will ; though 
we muse bc equally candid in admitting that men and 
women of this uature h,'tve hot bcen observed to 
dctcriornte when they saerifiee their religious beliefs, 
as tbousands of them have done. On the other hand, 
we will hardly question that numbers of people of 
eoa:er nature hnve been deterrvd from evil-doing by 
dread of supcrnntural punishment. If is, however, 
notorious in the lnoral history of Europe that these 
religious belieïs have been consistent with a vase 
amount of trausgressiol of the deealogue : more than 
wc witness in ,%lly civiliscd eOllntry in our o-a rime. 
ttow, then, arc we fo discover what were the rcal 
springs of condct in the mass of ordinarily decent 
pcoplc ? It seems fo me that the only aceurate method 
is to avoid theorics and consider peoplc in the flesh. 
Do otlr Chri»tlan friends---did we oursclves in Christian 
days--rcfrain from lying, dishonesty, injustice, enmlty, 
and injury, solcly or mainly beeausc God forbids them 
or will ptmish them ? I have hot met the man, exeept 
in thc imaginative pages of rcligious eontroversy, who 
eoufcssed tbat ho would stoop frcely to these things if 
therc wcre no Clu'istian prohibition. The nminspring 
of oïdinary deccnt eonduet in any cdueated eom- 
munity has ahvavs been a loereeption of its human 
and social value. 
The only line oï the deealoguc about xvhieh there is 
likely to be any dispute in this regard is that putting 
restraint on sexual relations. I have hot fo eonsider 
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he a subjcct so rcmotc from my immcdiatc intcrest, 
and will observe olly tlat any act which hurts eithcr 
an h»dividuM or the social interest xvill as plaildy corne 
tmdcr a hummfitarian law as the praetice of lyh»g : 
aets whieh infliet no injury a»d have been forbidden 
only oi» mystie gmmds are »lot likcly to romain on 
the moral code of the futm. But I ara eoneen»ed here 
with a definite issue, and need diseuss general morality 
only in so far as that issue is affeeted. 
tIere, at least, the way of the humanitarim is plain. 
Serinons on the brotherhood of mon undcr the ïather- 
hood of God have becn totally ineffeetive to prevent 
war and abolish militarism. There is .omethh»g h»- 
eongruous in tbe introduction into a modern peace- 
meethg of some elefieal speaker who talks u»etuously 
about the great promise a»d l)recept of Cri.tianity. 
The meeting itselï, bchg held ninetcen ee»tm-ies aftcr 
the promise was ruade, is a sulIieieut indication of its 
îutility. No progress was ruade or seriously attempted 
i» the work of peace until a genuine human passion 
was substituted for that empty phraseology. The 
brothcrhood of nmn was, in the Chri.tian sense of that 
phrase, too aKstmse and preearious a conclusion tobe 
of use in sueh a stnlggle. The plain fact is that it 
was of 1»o use, and is of no use to-day. There is, 
hdeed, reason to thh»k that we should make more 
progress if we entirely diseaMed figures of speeeh like 
"the brotherhood of men." The faet that we are ail 
ehil&ven of God, or ehildren of Eve, or ehildren of 
some Tertim3z anthropoid, does hot very obviously 
impose on us the duty hot to take up arms in an 
hteational quarrel. 
The ultimate basis of morality is, as Sehopenlmuer 
said, sympathy, though in an advaneed social order 
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this setimcnt approvcs itsclf to thc intellect, and its 
rcquircmcnts may bc prcciscly formulatcd by rcason. 
Oe is not sure whcthcr thcrc will not bc morc morality 
i thc world whcn thc word " morality," with all its 
nystic ctanglcmcnts, is discardcd, and 'c spcak 
plaily of social law. Violence, thc infliction of pain 
and injsticc, is ouc of thc nost obvious ifractions 
of social law, quitc apart from any rcligious com- 
mandmcnts. Its social cvil is so obvioas that the 
commmity has, at a carly datc in its dcvclopmcnt, 
claboratcd a spccial machinery for rcstraiig it, and 
has inposcd pcaltics in this world, whatcver it thinks 
about thc ncxt. Thcrc may bc questions raiscd, and 
ont can mdcrstand pcoplc who arc confined to a 
rcligious cnvironncnt fccling a gcuie coccrn, about 
other scctions of moral law; bat it would bc obviously 
absurd to think that a humanitarian cthic would 
rail hcrc. Thcrc havc bccn attcmpts in modcrn rimes 
to question thc va|idity of cthical law altogcthcr. In 
so far as this movcmcnt ains at strippig moral law 
of its mysticism and fcarlcssly ivcstigating its tradi- 
tional content, it is admirable and ll grow; but in 
so far as thcsc moral rcbels would rescnt restraint 
of any kind, and pronouncc thc frccdom of cvcry 
idividual imptlsc, thcy sccm to ovcrlook a factor 
of grcat inportacc--thc implsc of retaliation. A 
prctty statc of socicty wc should havc if such a thcory 
wcrc gcncrally, or largcly, carricd into practicc. 
But thcsc arc acadcnfic vagarics, likc thosc of the 
mystic or thc moral thcologian. Whatcver bc thc 
future fortune of Christian lcgcnds, mcn arc not likcly 
to sacrifice thc pcacc and sccurity of social lire to such 
thcorics of frccdom any morc than thcy arc likcly to 
expose propcrty to a gcncral scramblc. The instinct 
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of sympathy is nov groving dceper in evcry century. 
Most of the grcat improvcmcnts of social life (in its 
widest scnse) during thc ninctccnth ccntury, which we 
}lave inhcritcd, were duc to ¢hat dcvclopmcnt of 
sym])aihy. It mattcrs not whcthcr thc reformer was 
Chrislian or non-Christian--Elizabc¢h Fry and F]orcnce 
Nightinga]c or Robert Owcn and John Stuart Mill-- 
the impulsevas sympathywith suffcring fcllow-humans. 
Ail thc hopc of improvcmcnt in thc twcnticth century 
looks to a conlinued growih of lhat scn¢iment. It 
bccomcs a vcri¢ablc passion in ccrlain natures, as long 
as thcre are large and cruel cvi]s to redrcss ; and this 
passion of a fcw lcading sl)irits , comnmnicating somc- 
¢hing of its firc to lhe coldcr mass, is thc grcat cause of 
progress. Surcly that is thc correct intcrpre¢alion of 
the progressive life of the ninctccnth and the twcntieth 
ccnturics ? Mcn realiscd that to cultivate sympathy 
because it was enjoined by religion was a more or less 
mercantile proccdurc: it was worth cultivating for 
ils own sakc. 
}Icre ve bave thc rcply fo those who, unfamiliar 
wi¢h any but lheir own rcligious cnvironment, ask what 
place thcre wil] lac for sympathy in an intellectuai or 
Rationalistic age. It is a very gravc crror to suppose 
cither that our agc is becoming lcss cmotional or that 
Rationalism bas no place for cmotions. In pursuing 
its tasl dnring the ninctccnth ccntury Rationa]ism 
was an intcnscly cmotional movcment. Mr. G. K. 
Chcsterton, in his ïctorian Age i Literoture, spcaks 
«,f J. S. Mill's " hard rationa]ism in religion " and 
" hard egoism in ethics." Likc very many o¢her 
statcmcnts in that lamentable book, thesc are in- 
cxplicably unjust. Mill was so far from being " hard " 
in religion that he endcd his days in a kind of senti- 



106 THE HUMAN ALTERNATIVE 
mental thcism; ho was so far ïrom bcing a " hard 
egoist '" in ethics that hc dcclared that hc would burn 
in hcll for cvcr rathcr than lic at thc supposcd bidding 
of a Dcity. Robert Ingcrsoll, thc most popular 
Rationalist of that agc, was--I judgc from his private 
lcttcrs, not his ornate spccchcs--a man of thc most 
tender and fine sentiment. It is simply ludicrous to 
supposc that, bccausc wc do not adroit cmotion to be a 
test of thc accuracy of statcmcnts of fact (as all rcligious 
dogmas claire to bc), wc do not find any room for 
emotion in lire. Is thc wholc of man's lifc an aflïrmation 
about rcality or criticism of such affirmation ? This 
supposed " hardncss "--I dctest thcsc vague phrases, 
but onc knovs vhat is mcant--oï thc Rationalist tcmpcr 
is onc of thc strangcst myths thc clcrgy havc invcnted. 
Rcason not mcrcly approvcs, bat enjoins, thc cultiva- 
tion of sentiment. Whcn thc sentiment in question 
is onc that shovs a power of transforming lifc and 
impclling mcn to strugglc against pain and cvil, rcason 
applauds it as onc of thc most valuablc forces wc can 
cultivatc. Suc]l, plainly, is thc sentiment of sympathy. 
Wc look back to-day with horror on thc industrial 
and social condition of England in thc earlicr part of 
thc ninct¢enth ccntury : thc burdcned lires and fcw 
gross plcasurcs of thc workcrs, thc horrible ccllar- 
homes of the poor, the ghastly treatment of child- 
workers, the stupid and brutal herding of eriminals, 
the tragedies of asylums and workhouses, the fearful 
politieal corruption and despotism, the subjection of 
women, the revolting proportions of the birth-rate and 
death-rate. ¥e have still mueh to do to redeem out 
civilisation from medieval errors, but when one eon- 
templates the social revolution that human sympathy 
has brought about in the lire of England, one feels 
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that this, and hot thc long-futile teaching of Christi- 
anity, is the hopc of the future. Christian preaching 
of virtue has been individualistic. Evcn in out time 
thc clcrgy hesitate and are divided iii face of social 
problcms v;hich plainly involve nloral principles. 
But thc humanitarian ctlfic is esscntially social, and 
this passion of sympathy is its chicî foot. 
We wish,then, hot to substitute anycrecd or organisa- 
tion for Christianity, but to swccp away these primitive 
or mcdicval spcculations about lifc, and let the human 
mind and hunlan heart incrcasingly dcvotc themsclves, 
dircctly, to human intercsts. In discussingthc question 
of pcace and war, the application is obvious. "Ve enclose 
or dispatch the murdcrcr, lest somc fresh grave act of 
violence be pcrpctratcd. Wc agree that the violent 
and prcmature tcrnlination of a life is the most serious 
transgrcssion of social law that a man can pclpetrate. 
Ncxt to it we put rape, lnutilation, thc destruction of 
a man's home or fortune ; ail acts, in a word, that corne 
nearest to it in thrcatcning or causing the greatest 
desolation. Yct we have suffered, age after age, 
that every few years all thcse acts should be gathered 
into Olle rnighty outrage and showcred upon whole 
populations. The rime will conlc whcn nlell will read 
with bcwilderment the things that have bccn written 
about warfare iii the nineteenth, and even the twentieth, 
century. The men of clear judgment and sound emo- 
tion of some coming age will see anguish rising, as 
vapour does from some tropical sea, from our vast 
battle-fields. They will read of Cats' Homes, and Anti- 
Vivisection Socicties, and ttomes of Rest for ttorses, 
and a hundrcd such institutions, and they will fmd 
contributors to these institutions stirring hot one 
finger when hundreds of thousands of mcn writhe 
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under hails of shrapncl, and crowds of homeless womcn 
and childrcn fly in terror before thc unavoidable 
calamities or the superfluous brutalities of war. They 
will see a gcneration shaken and shuddcring as the 
ghastly picturc is daily unfoldcd beforc it, and thcy 
will sec that samc gcneration in a few months grow 
dtflly indiffcrcnt to, if hot activcly supporting, thc 
military systcm which invariably brings these horrors 
every few years upon thc world. They will read of 
social aspiration spreading through our civilisation, 
and statesncn regretting that want of flnds alone 
prevents them from remedying out social ills ; and they 
will read how Europe in one year wastcd in butehery 
the rcsourees that nfight have renovated its disfigured 
civilisation, and the next year eomplaeently shonldered 
its military bnrden, its annual waste of a thonsand 
millions sterling, with the prospeet of a eostlier war than 
ever. 
In face of this situation the question, What wotfld 
you put in place of Christialfity ? is a more moekery. 
One ean see sonne pertinence and use in the question : 
lIow shall we induee the Christian Chnrehes to employ 
their still great resourees iii helping to bring on the 
reign of peaee ? But it is not to thcm that we now 
look for redemption. It is to the humanitarian spirit, 
the elearer reason, of out agc. I have deseribed the 
situation in terres of emotion, beeause thus it spon- 
taneously rises beîore me; but it may be reeorded in 
terres of pure reason. VCe nlaintain in Europe a 
machinery îor settling international quarrels whieh 
eosts us more than a thousand millions sterling an- 
nually, while we eotfld ereet at a eost of a few thousands 
annually an efiïeient machinery for dealing with those 
quarrels, and for a ïew millions we eould add the 
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machinery for carrying out its dccisions. We boast 
that our civilisation is founded on justice ; yet, of tbe 
two types of machinery for adjusting quarrcls, wc rctain 
thc onc that is the lcast possible adaplcd for sccuring 
thc triumph of jstice and discard the one that is 
1)re-clnincntly fitted te secure it. Wc flatter ourselvcs 
that we rise above the savagc in cnjoying sccurily of 
lifc and propcrty, and we rctain this system though we 
know that, pcriodically, it will invadc liîe and propcrty 
on a scalc that surpasses thc expcricnce of thc savage 
as much as a Dreadnought surpasscs a canoc. 
Itis just as easy te statc our situation in terres of 
reason as in tcrms of sentiment : it would net be easy 
te say in which guise itis uglicst. Let us talk no more 
nonsensc about nccding rclion te hclp us te gct rid 
of this atrocious nightmarc. It drives both rcason 
and scntimcnt te the brink of insanity. Both protest 
against it witb every partiele of their energy. Why 
Christianity failed te protest against it iii fiîteen 
hundred years may or may net be obsenre; but there 
is no obseurity whatever about the probable effeet 
on militarism and var of a cultivation of reason and 
sympathy, x 
lIany a rcform has bcen actually rctarded by thc 
use of rhetoric. An outpour of vehcmcnt language 
seems te relcase, both in the speaker and in the asscnting 
audience, a part of that energy whieh ought te issue 
in action. It has been one of the grave bhlnders of 
the Churehes that they thought their fimetion ended 
with the eloquent announeement that men were 
a Let me agin gurd myself ginst misrepresenttion. Vero 
I of military age, I should to-duy be in the trenches. The rnen 
who, as long as the rnilitary system is retained, expose their lives 
in our defence have my entire respect and gratitude, if is the 
s'8m I impugn. 
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brothcrs. Vc must be more praetieal. Now, while 
the imagination of the world is fillcd with thc horrors 
of war, and sympathy is ready to tire us vth a nfighty 
energy, is one of the great opportunities of peaee. 
One may trust that, after this experienee, the Churehes 
will awakcn to the implieations of their moral doctrine 
and set to work to impress it emphatieally and re- 
peatedly, as a moral duty, on their followers. It is, 
however, hot impossible that, vith all their seout- 
masters and ehaplains and services of thanksgiving 
for vietory, a very large part of the elergy will find 
themselves so elosely allicd vith rnilitarism when the 
var is over, so eonfused in thcir appreeiation of what 
it has donc for us, that they will continue to murnble 
only general prineiplcs and halting eotmsels. In any 
case, in the eities and large towns of this kingdom, 
where are round the effective eontrollcrs of out destiny, 
the majority do hot any longer sit at the feet of the 
elergy. Preeise statistical observation has shoaa this. 
Let us remember that the one task belote us is to 
inspire the raaiorit!t in caeh eivilised nation with a 
deternUnation that the system shall end. The only 
praetieal difiîetflty of eonsiderable magnitude is the 
eeononUe diffietflty: the disorganisation of the in- 
dtstrial world by suppressing war-industries and large 
standing armies. It is, however, foolish to regard this 
as an obstacle to disarmanaent, sineeto put an 
extreme ease--it would be more profitable to a nation 
to maintain thcse men in idleness than run the risk of 
another war. For disarmament itse]f what is needed 
is that hall a dozen, at least, of the great Powers shall 
agree to submit all quarrels to arbitration, and reduee 
their armies to the proportions of an intelamtional 
police, at the service of the international tribunal and 
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for use (undcr its permit) against lower pcoplcs who 
turn aggressive. No one doubts that this can bc done 
whcn thc Powcrs agrcc to do it. But for ont rcason 
or othcr, which I necd hot discuss, tire (ovcrnmcnts 
will probably hot do this until a majority of the 
clcctoratc indicatc a rcsolutc demand for it. 
immcdiatc task is to sccurc this majority by cduca- 
tion ; and thc work of education will bc best conductcd 
by vast non-sectarian peacc-organisations. The mix- 
ture of fltilc Christian phrascology and gcnuinv 
humanitarian intcrests in somc of thesc movcments 
has bccn hithcrto a grave disadvantagc. Thc movc- 
mcnt has bccn compcllcd to split into scctarian branches, 
and has proportionately lost cfficacy. If thc clergy 
insist on nning prestige for themsclves, or respect 
and rccofition for thcir doctrincs, by acting in these 
bodics, thcy arc again hampcring tire work of rcform. 
A great national agitation, linked with similar agita- 
tions in othcr lands, avoiding Christian formule as 
wcll as anti-Christian reproachcs, will alonc sccurc the 
objeet. 
I eonfcss--with ardent hope that I may be wrong-- 
that I expeet no immediate réalisation of the reform. 
It may take years, even aftcr the grim lesson that 
militarism has given us, to inspire the majority of our 
people with an unslceping and irresistible demand, 
and the work will grow more arduous as thc memory 
of the hardships of the war fades. On the day on whieh 
I write this I hure listened to the conversation, in a 
train, of a wealthy, refined, and eultivated Chureh- 
woman. "I said to my son when he set out," she 
observed, with a laugh, to her neighbour, "that it was 
far better for him to get shot than to die of diphtheria 
or something at home." If that sentiment, that 
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obtuseness to the massive horrors of war evcn when a 
son was involved, is widespread, the ouflook is dark. 
One fears that it is hot very promising. 
The lady I quote would read these pages, if she could 
eonstrain herself to do so, with a gemfine shudder. 
Abandon Christianity! She wodd volubly reel off 
the eloquent foreeasts of the doom of society whieh 
she has heard from a hundrcd pulpits. 3Ieantime she 
is one of the gras'est obstaeles (as a type of her class) 
to the removal fronl soeiety of one of its most crushing 
burdens and most eriminal usages. To me lier class 
ilhtstrates the lin6tations of Christianity, and it con- 
firms me iii the belief that we .hall make more rapid 
progress without it. She was a lady of keen sym- 
pathies ald of great aetivity for others : the kind of 
woman who, as she would pttt it, practised her Christi- 
anity. Yet in face of this mighty disorder she showed 
at onoe the failure of Christianity and the reason of it. 
Her genuine lmnlan sympathy was directed by an 
aneient and outworn code of duties. Where Christi- 
anity had deli'ered no elear message, the expanding 
of ber sympathy was barred. Var was part of the 
established order of tlùngs. She could even cheat 
ber maternal sentinlent with rhin fallaeies, because 
they reconeiled her to vhat the Church had not con- 
demned. She had never seen the vision of peace, 
ne-er gra.sped the comparati'ely easy alternative to 
Varo 
This, in general terres, is what one means by the 
expectation that a surrender of Christian doetrines 
will certainly hOt check the gro,oEh of sympathy, and 
is more likely to pronote it. It will direct itself 
spontaneously to departments of suffering to wlfieh 
the Church had hot direetcd it. But we should be 
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foolish to rcly on this frcc growlh and spontancous 
application of sympathy. If mnst bc cultivatcd : ont 
gencration mnst be cducatcd to a scnse of its valne. 
As far as the child is conccrucd, the nccd is plain. 
Childrcu do not mcrcly bave vcins of cruelty; thcy 
have, as comparative psychology knows, the blood 
and impulscs of primitive man. Thc gcncral impulsc 
of a hcalthy boy is to exact au cyc for an cye : the 
impulse which itis thc suprcmc carc of a modcrn 
Statc to curb in its citizcns. To edmatc such children 
in military history, whcthcr of ancicnt Jcws or mcdicval 
Englishmcn or modcrn Gcrmans, is, as William II 
knows, thc best nlcall$ of maintaining war. As to the 
New Testament, its language is not addressed to 
ehildrcn, its sentimcuts are often so obvionsly im- 
practicable that it defcats the end of cdueation, and 
its preecpts and eonnsels are so emphatically bascd on 
a disputable reward in heaven that thcir ethie savonrs 
o a risky commercial speeulation. Wc must abandon 
" Bible lessons," and tcach children tobe hnnmn. 
Bnt or the work of cdneation to end when the cbild 
leaves the sehool is one o the erudities of ont cle- 
mentary civilisation. The human material is just 
becoming fit or thc efforts o the edneator ,vhen the 
ehild leavcs school, yct from that moment we leave 
it to the casual and largcly pernicions influences o 
its environnaent. Some day, perhaps, ont cdueatiou 
department will be more seriously eoneerned about the 
youth and the adult than about impressing a ew facts 
of history and gcography on the melnory of the ehild : 
even i it did no more than organise and direct the 
innnmerable otmdations and vohmtary organisations 
whieh actnally exist, and bring them into living and 
praetical contact with out splendid mnsenms and 
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libraries and art-collections, a vast amount could be 
done in the education of the adalt. Meantime a 
persistcnt, comprchcnsive, intensely earnest pro- 
paganda of peace is necdcd. Since I wrote a little 
work on those lincs in 1899 I have had fiftecn years' 
expcrience of preaching the gospel of peace, and know 
well how convincing are its argumcnts and how little 
it has to ovcrcomc except inertia. We nced only to 
help the inmgilmtion of the mass of pcoplc; to put 
clcarly bcfore them the comparative easiness and the 
incalctflable value of the changc. Christianity bas 
not tried and failcd; it bas hot cvcn tried. It bas 
wasted its resources in gcneralities which havc proved 
wholly ïutilc. Vc must speak as men to men; and 
men will be morc opcn to conviction whcn we plead 
that, hot the SUl)posed COlnlnands of a Gallican preacher 
of nilmteen lmndrcd years ago, but their ooEa highest 
and most sacrcd instincts, bid them lay don their 
arms and inaugurate the agc of international peace. 

PRINTEBY -ATTS & CO. JOHNSON'S COURT, FLERT STREET R.C. 



